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FOREWORD

Twenty-seven years ago, I published in the Boletim Eclesidstico de
Macau a short article about Francisco Vieira de Figueiredo and the
role of the Portuguese in Macassar and Timor during the period
1640—1668.1 Three years ago, Dr. J. Noorduyn suggested that the
article, long since out of print, might be brought to the attention of a
wider public through the medium of an English translation in the
Bijdragen, the Portuguese text of the supporting documents being added
as an appendix. I was naturally flattered by this suggestion; though
other commitments have prevented me from carrying out the detailed
researches in the archives of Lisbon, Goa, The Hague and Jakarta,
which a definitive work on this intriguing character would necessarily
involve. Nevertheless, the references to Vieira de Figueiredo which I
have been able to gather from published and unpublished sources since
1940, will, T hope, justify the appearance of the present study on the
300th aniversary of the death of its subject. Its publication may also,
perhaps, stimulate someone with more time at his disposal to write the
definitive biography of this Portuguese merchant-adventurer which he
undoubtedly deserves. Meanwhile, my special thanks are due to the
Board of Directors of the Koninklijk Instituut voor Taal-, Land- en
Volkenkunde for affording me the hospitality of the series of the
Verhandelingen and to Dr. D. K. Bassett for giving me a list of
references to Vieira de Figueiredo in the India Office records which
saved me many hours of work in locating them.

I am grateful to Mrs. W. E. Haver Droeze—Hulswit for checking the
transcription of the Dutch document in Appendix XIV and ensuring
its accuracy. Last not least, thanks are due to Dr. T. V. Guné, Director
of the Historical Archives at Goa, for supplying photographs of the

Muslim seals reproduced in Plate 1.
C. R. Boxer.

1 “Francisco Vieira de Figueiredo e os Portuguéses em Macassar e Timor na
época da Restauragio, 1640-1668” (Boletim Eclesidstico de Macau, Ano 36,
num. 434, Maio de 1940, pp. 727-41).
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Bijdragen tot de Taal-, Land- en Volkenkunde (van Neder-
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SEAL OF THE SULTAN OF GOWA

Transcription: as-Sultan al-hamid sahib mamlakat Guha bi fadl
Allah ar-Rahman 1055. (See App. VIII, note 3)

SEAL OF KARAENG KARUNRUNG

Transcription: ya nabi al-mustafa ya wadad kan(?) li Abdu'l-
Hamid Karaing Karunrung, sannat 1068(?). (Sece App. IX, note 2)






I have not been able to find the exact date of Francisco Vieira de
Figueiredo’s birth, but it was, in all probability, sometime during the
first decade of the 17th century. His birthplace was the hamlet of
Azambujal, near the little town of Ourem in the Portuguese province
of Estremadura. The family was clearly in modest circumstances, since
the official investigation into his ancestry which was conducted in
1648—49, apropos of his admission into the Military Order of Christ
showed that he was “of clean descent, without any taint of Jewish,
Moorish, or other infected race, but that his maternal grandfather was
a stone-mason”.2 This working-class origin automatically disqualified
him from receiving the coveted knighthood, until after the Crown had
granted him a special dispensation, which, as we shall see, took a long
time to obtain. The exact date in which he left Lisbon for Goa is also
uncertain; but since an official document of 1659 refers to him as
having been resident in Asia for more than 35 years, it is probable that
he sailed for the East in 1622 or 1623.3

Like all unmarried Portuguese laymen who came out to India at this
period, and who had not embarked with some specific government
appointment, Vieira de Figueiredo presumably sailed as a simple soldier
(soldado). Also like many of his comrades, he evidently soon exchanged
the ill-paid rigours of a military life for the more profitable if no less
adventurous career of a merchant. The earliest reference to his mercan-
tile activities which I have been able to find, dates from the year 1634;
but it indicates that he was already well established as a trader on the
Coromandel Coast, where he had presumably been operating for several
years. At any rate, the Viceroy Count of Linhares, in an entry in his
official diary under the date of 28 May 1634, refers to him as being

2« .. ser natural da vila de Ourem e de hum lugar aly junto que chamio o
Azambujal, e da diligencia que ally se fez constou ser o dito Francisco
Vieyra limpo, sem raga de Moruro, nem Judeu, nem de outra infecta nagio,
mas que seu auo materno fora Pedreiro...”. (consulta of the Tribunal da
Mesa da Consciéncia e Ordens to the Crown dated 30 March 1649, kindly
communicated by Senhor Frazio de Vasconcellos).

3%, .Francisco Vieira de Figueiredo, estante na India, em rezio de haver
mais de trinta e cinco annos que se embarcou para aquelle Estado e onde me
tem servido athé o presente...” (Provisdo of King Dom Affonso VI, dated
5 April 1659, apud Humberto Leitio, Os Portugueses em Solor e Timor de
1515 a 1702, Lisboa, 1948, p. 200).
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one of the Portuguese inhabitants of Negapatam who was on very good
terms with the ruling Nayak of Tanjore, and who had “friendlier
relations with Hindus than with Christians”.4

Despite the heavy losses caused to Portuguese shipping in the Indian
Ocean and the South China Sea by the greatly superior Dutch
seapower, so intelligently directed by Governor-General Antonio van
Diemen, the Portuguese of Negapatam still contrived to trade with places
as far away as Cambodia and Manila; and it is in connection with these
two places that my next reference to Francisco Vieira (as I shall hence-
forth call him) occurs. The Batavian Dagh-Register of March 1642,
informs us that he had arrived in Cambodia as envoy from the governor
of The Philippines, with a request that the Spaniards should be allowed
to build two galleons in that kingdom. However, on hearing from the
Dutch, presumably, of Portugal’s recent revolt from Spain, Vieira had
apparently decided to change his allegiance and to sail for Macassar
at the first opportunity, “since he was a born Portuguese and therefore
now an enemy of the Castilians”. A month later, the Dagh-Register
informs us that Vieira had, in fact, left Cambodia for Macassar on
5 March 1642, “giving out that he would go to Manila from there,
which is not likely considering that he is a born Portuguese”. The Dagh-
Register adds that Vieira took with him “two young elephants, which
the governor of Manila had earnestly sought from the King”. Much to
the annoyance of the Dutch, the king of Cambodia forbade their ship,
De Roch, from sailing until nine days after Vieira had left, “since the
Portuguese through rich presents and flattering words have His Majesty
almost entirely on their side”.

Whatever Francisco Vieira’s first reactions may have been on hearing
the news of the revolt of 1 December 1640, which brought the Duke of
Braganza to the throne of Portugal as King Dom Jodo IV, on reaching
Macassar he evidently decided to throw in his lot with the new monarch.
The Macassar court-diary records that on Friday 16 May 1642, “Wehera”
presented an elephant to the King, and that this animal lived until
Tuesday 19 November 1658.5 Vieira’s change of allegiance did not,
however, involve severing his commercial ties with Manila for very long.

4% . .em espessial hum Francisco Vieira que mais comunicacio tem com os
gentios que com Christdos . ..” (Didrio do 3° [alias, 4°] Conde de Linhares,
vicerei da India, Lisboa, 1937, p. 121).

5 Dagh-Register gehouden int Casteel Batavia, Anno 1641-1642 (The Hague
1900), pp. 134, 143; A. A. Cense, “Enige aantekeningen over Makassaars-
Boeginese geschiedschrijving”, in BKI, CVII (1951), p. 46, n. 16. I owe
this last reference to Dr. J. Noorduyn.
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We find frequent mention in the Dutch and English records of his
trading directly or indirectly with the Spanish colony in subsequent
years. But from this time onwards, he made Macassar the principal base
of his far-flung network of commercial and maritime relations, and it
seems highly probable that he had already established himself there
before the year 1642.

Portuguese merchants had frequented Macassar intermittently during
the 16th-century, but the real growth of their trade and influence there
occurred, oddly enough, after the Islamisation of Gowa in the years
1605—07.6 Some twenty years later, an English merchant from Macassar
who visited Batavia reported that between 10 and 22 Portuguese galliots
called at Macassar yearly from Macao, Malacca, and ports on the
Coromandel coast, there being sometimes as many as 500 Portuguese
ashore, where the Muslim ruler allowed them the free exercise of their
religion. They arrived in November—December and left in the following
May, using Macassar as an entrepdt for the sale of Chinese silks and
Indian cotton textiles, which they exchanged for sandalwood from
Timor, cloves from the Moluccas, and diamonds from Borneo. The
Englishman declared that their trade was worth over 500,000 pieces-
of-eight annually, the Macao galliots alone taking some 60,000 worth.
He added that the Portuguese looked upon Macassar as a second and
better Malacca, and “held themselves as safe as if they had no enemies
in India, since they had never once been attacked there”.?

The rapprochement between the Muslim Macassars and the Catholic
Portuguese was strengthened in the ensuing years by their common
dread of the growing Dutch power in Indonesian waters, and, more
particularly, by their dislike of the Dutch efforts to monopolise the
spice-trade of the Moluccas. Writing to the Crown in August 1638,
the Viceroy of Goa stated that he was doing his utmost to cultivate the

8 Cf. J. Noorduyn, “De Islamisering van Makasar” (BKI, CXII (1956),
pp- 247-66). To the sources quoted there, should be added Fernio Guerreiro,
S. J., Relagam Anual, 1606-07 (Lisboa, 1609), fl. 96, or p. 311 of the 1931
edition, where it is stated that as of April 1606 the ruler and people of
Macassar were still mainly heathen and ripe for conversion to Christianity.
For an early version of the oft-repeated but apparently baseless story that the
ruler of Gowa sent to ask for both Christian and Muslim missionaries to
enlighten him, and adopted Islam when the Muslims arrived first, see Antonio
Francisco Cardim S. J., Batalhas da Companhia de Jesus (written at Goa
in 1650, but first published at Lisbon in 1894), pp. 283-84.

7 Dagh-Register Batavia 1624-1629, under the date of 8 February 1625, pp.
124-26. The Englishman whose name appears in varying forms (Sihort,
Shiort) was Henry Short.
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friendship of the Sultan of Macassar, “since in all the Southern
Archipelago there is no other ruler who protects the Portuguese with
greater firmness and allows conversion to the Christian Faith”.8 This
last assertion was clearly exaggerated, and the actual state of religious
co-existence was more correctly reported by the Spanish Dominican
friar, Domingo Fernindez de Navarrete, who stayed at Macassar for
some months in 1657—58, on his way from Manila to Macao: “There
were abundance of slaves to the Portuguese there, who had renounced
their Religion: upon any little domestic quarrel those slaves would go
away to the Moors. When they had abjured Christianity, they would
come to scoff at their master. I understood another thing which is
deplorable, viz. that Christian men kept Mahometan women, and
Mahometan men, Christian women”.9

If the viceroy of Goa erred egregiously in stating that the Sultan of
Macassar freely permitted conversions to Christianity, his assertion
concerning the protection afforded to the Portuguese by this ruler was
perfectly correct. During the period with which we are concerned, the
Sultan of Gowa, Mohamad Said (reigned, 14 June 1639—16 November
1653), and his son and successor, Hasanuddin (reigned, November
1653—29 August 1669), both gave aid and comfort to the Portuguese
in general and to Francisco Vieira in particular. For much of this period,
the real power and influence lay largely with a remarkable pair of chief
ministers, who were likewise father and son. These were Karaéng
Pattingalloang (died, 15 September 1654), and his son and successor,
Karaéng Karunrung, the latter of whom was in office from 1654 to
1664.10 Both of these princes were fluent in Portuguese and Spanish,
and Pattingalloang had amassed an excellent library, including all the
works of Fr. Luis de Granada, O.P., which he had read in the original.
He also had a scientific as well as a religious bent, collecting maps and

8 Arquivo Nacional da Torre do Tombo, Lisboa, “Livros das Monges”,
Livro 43, fol. 29, nr. 14, Viceroy to Crown, 30 August, 1638. I owe this
reference to Mr. J. M. Braga.

9J. S. Cummins (ed.), The Travels and Controversies of Friar Domingo
Navarrete, 1618-1686 (2 vols., Cambridge, 1962), Vol. I, pp. 122-23. Cf.
also the description of Macassar by the Portuguese Jesuit Padre André
Ferrdo, who visited Macassar in the same year on his voyage from Goa to
Macao, apud A. A. Ferreira da Cruz (ed.), Noticias do Oriente Portugués
em 1658 segundo uma relagdo inédita (Porto, 1958), pp. 39-43.

10 Macassarese Karaéng (Prince), the senior title of nobility in Macassar,
rendered by the Portuguese as Crain, was borne by those of royal descent.
Cf. C. Skinner in VKI, XL (1963), p. 233.
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globes, which occasioned a laudatory ode addressed to him by Joost van
den Vondel.11

This is not the place to elaborate on the condition of Macassar in
1638—1669, since this information is readily available elsewhere, and
we are dealing mainly with the Portuguese connection. But the reader
may care to be reminded that the so-called kingdom of Macassar
comprised the twin states of Gowa and Tallo’; the name Macassar
being derived from the most important commercial settlement in the
former, pronounced Mengkasar or Mekasar in Malay. The Sultan of
Gowa, who was the senior ruler, held his seat in the palace-castle of
Sombaopu, and he was sometimes called “the Sumbane” or “Sumbanco”
by foreigners. More often, he was referred to as the “Sultan of Macassar”
or “the King of Macassar”, as if he was the sole ruler of the dual
monarchy. Like most modern historians, I have followed this practice
here. During the first half of the 17th century, Macassar expanded
northwards in the face of fierce opposition from the Bugis loosely
federated states of Wadjo’, Boné and Soppéng. The first-named even-
tually became a loyal satellite of Macassar; but the other two kingdoms,
though frequently subdued, frequently revolted. They actively supported
the Dutch East-India Company in the campaigns of 1667—1669, which
resulted in the final subjugation of the “fighting-cocks of the East”,
when Boné became the leading state in South Celebes and long remained
a loyal ally of the Dutch.12

Although the Ten-Year Truce between the Portuguese and the Dutch
which had been negotiated at The Hague in June 1641, was not
implemented in Asia until Mr. Joan Maetsuyker and the Viceroy Count
of Aveiras signed a complementary agreement at Goa in November 1644,
Vieira continued to trade amicably with the Dutch during this period,
and they provided his ships with passes to fetch sandalwood from Solor
and Timor for them. These good relations were not interrupted by the

11 Joost van den Vondel, Volledige Dichtwerken (ed. A. Verwey, Amsterdam,
1937), p. 982; F. Valentyn, Oud en Nieuw Oost-Indién, Deel 1IT (2), p. 147.

12 Cf. C. Skinner, Sja’ir Perang Mengkasar (The Rhymed Chronicle of the
Macassar War) by Entji’ Amin, VKI, XL (1963), pp. 226-32. For back-
ground detail about Macassar, I have relied heavily on this admirable work,
as well as on the article by J. Noorduyn, “Origins of South Celebes Historical
Writing”, in Soedjatmoko et al. (eds.), An Introduction to Indonesian
Historiography (Cornell University Press, 1965), pp. 137-55, and the older
works by F. W. Stapel, Het Bongaais Verdrag (Groningen and The Hague,
1922), and A. Ligtvoet, “Transcriptie van het dagboek der vorsten van
Gowzll gggTello met vertaling en aanteekeningen”, in BKI, XXVIII (1880),
pp. 1-259.
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Dutch seizure of a Macassar vessel bound for Manila, which was inter-
cepted by the Bruinvisch off the mouth of that Bay and taken to Taiwan
in 1646. At the demand of the King of Macassar, the authorities at
Batavia agreed to repay Vieira (acting as the King’s agent) the value
of the captured cargo (25, 662 fl.), since they were anxious to avoid
any further deterioration in their already rather strained relations with
Macassar. On one of his jack-in-the-box appearances at Batavia in 1647,
as envoy from Mohamad Said and Pattingalloang to the viceroy of Goa,
the Dutch gave him a passage to his destination in the Maastricht and
lent him 3,000 rials to buy “baubles” for the King in the Indo-Portuguese
capital.13

On his return from Goa in the following year, Vieira appeared at
Bantam and Batavia as the envoy of both the King of Macassar and
the Portuguese Viceroy of Goa, D. Felipe Mascarenhas. The Dagh-
Register of 27 February 1648 records that Vieira had created a great
sensation at his farewell audience of the young Sultan of Bantam in
the previous week, “owing to the extraordinary richness of his dress
and other adornments”.14 He was equally well received by the
Governor-General and Council at Batavia, where the Dagh-Register
characterized him as a “Portuguese nobleman”, though his social status
in Portuguese society did not, strictly speaking, justify this term. He left
Batavia for Macassar on 12 March 1648, with two ships, the Nossa
Senhora da Penha de Franga, which he had bought at Goa, and the
Nossa Senhora de Nazaré, which he had acquired at either Bantam or
Batavia. Arriving at Macassar on 30 March, Vieira set sail 16 days
later for Solor, but missed his voyage and was back in Macassar by
the end of April. He then freighted the Nossa Senhora da Penha de
Franga to the Karaéng Pattingalloang, who dispatched the ship to
Manila on 23 May, with a safe-conduct from the Dutch Resident, who
had carefully inspected all the cargo as it was taken aboard the ship,
and even had the keys of the hold in his house. Vieira undoubtedly had
a share in this venture, and the ship was bound for Macao after calling
at Manila.15

13 W. Ph. Coolhaas (ed.), Generale Missiven van Gouverneurs-Generaal en
Raden aan Heren XVII der Verenigde Oostindische Compagnie, 11, 1639-
1655 (The Hague, 1964), pp. 238-39, 263, 314; J. E. Heeres, Bouwstoffen
voor de geschiedenis der Nederlanders in den Maleischen Archipel, 1I1 (The
Hague, 1895), pp. 320, 341-42, 368-69.

14 “Op sijn afscheijt hadde onder de Javanen een groote verwondering gelaten
over d'uijtnemende costelijckheijt sijner cleedinge en andere vercierselen”
(DRB, 1647-48, p. 31).

15 DRB, 1647-48, pp. 29-32, 46, 84-86, 92, 124-28.
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The numerous references to Vieira in the Dagh-Register and the
Generale Missiven of this period show that he was actively trading in
sandalwood from the Lesser Sunda Islands, cloves from the Moluccas
(whether openly from the Spanish forts there or clandestinely from
Amboina), gold from China, The Philippines and Sumatra, tortoiseshell
from Macassar, and, of course, Indian textiles from Gujarat and Coro-
mandel. He traded not only with English, Dutch, Chinese and Indo-
nesian merchants, but also with the Spanish Resident at Macassar,
Pedro de la Mata. He was clearly doing very well, though not all of his
ventures were equally fortunate. In 1649, he sent a yacht to Macao via
Manila with a cargo consisting mainly of Indian textiles, in order to
secure gold, preserved ginger, china-root and other Chinese goods.
King Mohamad Said, Karaéng Pattingalloang, and Pedro de la Mata
were likewise investors in this cargo, and Vieira and his associates were
reported to have lost over 60,000 rials when this ship foundered with all
hands. In the same year he had made an unsuccessful voyage to Siam,
in his dual capacity of merchant-adventurer and envoy of the King of
Macassar; but he complained bitterly about the “vexations” of the
Siamese on his return, and told the Dutch that he would never go
there again.16

After another successful voyage to Goa, Vieira was back at Batavia
in December 1649, when he bought for 9,000 rials the Dutch-built and
Genoese-owned Sdo Jodo Baptista, which, together with her consort,
the Sd@o Bernardo, had been confiscated by the Governor-General and
council.1? Tt is worth noting that Vieira only had to find 1,000 rials
of his own money towards the purchase-price, the remainder being
advanced by the Dutch authorities at Batavia, despite the distrust with
which the Portuguese in general were now regarded as a result of the
Pernambuco rebellion (June 1645) and the subsequent war in Brazil.
The Governor-General and Council were evidently rather embarrassed
by the close and friendly relations which they maintained with Vieira
at this period, since in their “general letter” of 10 December 1650
to the Heeren XVII they gave a defensive account of this relationship.
They explained that they had been so complaisant towards him because

16 Coolhaas, Generale Missiven, 11, pp. 334-35, 374; Heeres, Bouwstoffen, 111,
pp. 455, 457

17 For the detailed story of this abortive Genoese East-India Company, organized
and staffed in the main by renegade Netherlanders, cf. N, P. Van den Berg,
»De Oost-Indische Compagnie der Edelen van Genua, 1638-1649”, in Uit
de dagen der Compagnie (Haarlem, 1904), pp. 64-96; Coolhaas, Generale
Missiven, 11, p. 395; Heeres, Bouwstoffen, 111, pp. 463-65.
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he was the agent or representative of the King of Macassar; but that
once he had repaid his outstanding debt, they would ask the King
not to send him there again. They also insinuated that some of the
facilities which he had received had been granted through the inter-
mediary of the former Director-General, Francois Caron, without due
authorisation.18

A year later (19 December 1651), the Governor-General and Council
reported that Vieira had discharged his indebtedness to their satisfaction,
and that he had again turned up at Batavia with a cargo of sandalwood,
cloves, benjamin (benzoin), gold and rials, which he would gladly have
sold to the Dutch but they refused to buy it. He therefore continued
his voyage to the Coast of Coromandel, in order to dispose of his cargo
there. He admitted that some of it was really the property of Pattingal-
loang and some of it belonged to some “Moorish” merchants who had
arrived at Macassar from Coromandel two years previously. It is
probable that these Muslim merchants were representatives of the
celebrated Mir Muhammad Sayyid, the Mir Jumla or Nawab of Gol-
conda. The Governor-General and Council reaffirmed that they
would have liked to ban Vieira from trading at Batavia, but they
forbore to do so because he was in partnership with the Prince Pat-
tingalloang, “whom we are, for various reasons, compelled to respect,
since he really rules the kingdom and can do us much good or harm,
as the King wastes his time in riotous living”.19 The government at
Batavia was particularly anxious to avoid offending the rulers of
Macassar at this juncture, since these latter might otherwise be induced
to give substantial support to the rebels in the Amboina group, where
160 Netherlanders, including some women and children, had lost their
lives in the rising organized by Madjira and the Kapitan Laut Saidi
in 1651.

The expiry of the Truce with the Portuguese gave the Governor-
General and Council a pretext for ending their co-operation with
Vieira without — or so they hoped — offending the royal family of
Macassar. Vieira had reached Macassar on the 27th of February 1652
after a successful voyage from Masulipatam, wearing yet another of his
diplomatic hats, this time as the envoy of the Nawdb Mir Jumla,

18 G. G. and Council to Heeren XVII, Batavia 10 December 1650 apud Cool-
haas, Generale Missiven, 11, pp. 431-32.

19 Coolhaas, Generale Missiven, 11, pp. 497-98. For the relations of the VOC
with Mir Jumla at this period cf. T. Raychaudhuri, Jan Company in Coro-
mandel, 1605-1690, VKI, XXXVIII (1962), pp. 45-49.
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“commander-in-chief of the King of Golconda”. The presents he brought
from the Nawiab to the King and Prince (Pattingalloang) of Macassar
comprised “a Persian campaign-tent, a coat of chain-mail, a copy of the
Koran, a valuable musket, and a powder-horn”. Trusting in his close
connection with the rulers of Macassar and Golconda, Vieira sailed
from the former port on the 9th of July 1652, bound for Coromandel
with the Sdo Jodo Baptista and the Nossa Senhora de Nazaré. The two
ships were richly laden with various Chinese and Indonesian goods
including gold, pepper, cloves, benjamin, tutenaga, china-root, sappan,
sandalwood, rice and slaves. King Mohamad Said and Prince Pattingal-
loang had a large share in the cargo of the Sdo Jodo Baptista, and
Mir Jumla in that of the Nazaré.20

Forewarned by their agent at Macassar, the government at Batavia
sent the Popkensburgh to intercept Vieira’s ships off Japara, his first
port of call, with orders to bring them to Batavia by friendly or forcible
means. The two ships were intercepted on the 20th of July; but Vieira,
suspecting the worst, declined to come on board the Popkensburgh to
parley when asked by the Dutch commander to do so. He sent his
Genoese chaplain instead, and rowed off to Japara in his ship’s boat,
carrying with him most of the gold and some other precious items of
small volume. He was at first well received by the shahbandar of Japara,
and the Governor-General and Council wrote him an ostensibly friendly
letter, inviting him to come to Batavia and point out to them his own
share of the cargo and what belonged to Mir Jumla, to Mohamad Said
and to Pattingalloang. Vieira was naturally not to be caught in this
way; but, most unexpectedly, he and all the Portuguese at Japara were
suddenly disarmed and arrested by order of the Susuhunan of Mataram,
who had them placed in close confinement with the apparent intention
of handing them over to the Dutch. Before this move materialised,
Vieira, resourceful as ever, managed to escape with his 36 companions
from prison by means which are still obscure, but which evidently
included the connivance of some of the Javanese authorities and the
active assistance of some native employees of the English agency. His
dramatic escape infuriated the Susuhunan and caused a great sensation

20 Coolhaas, Generale Missiven, II, pp. 658-60. Details of the cargo in Padre
Antonio Francisco Cardim S. J., “Relagio da quebra das pazes dos Olandezes”
[1652] apud M. A. H. Fitzler, O cérco de Columbo, 1652-1656, (Coimbra,
1928), pp. 68-70.



10 FRANCISCO VIEIRA DE FIGUEIREDO

in the commercial ports of the archipelago, which is reflected in the
correspondence of the English factors at Bantam.21

Agent Skinner and his council at Bantam, writing to their principals
at Madras on the 25th September 1652, stated that all those implicated
in Vieira’s escape had been executed by order of the Susuhunan of
Mataram. The victims included the shahbandar and twenty of his
countrymen, besides “two blacks” belonging to the English agency,
whose chief, Thomas Armagon, had been “put to horrible torment”.
Such, at least, were the unconfirmed reports current at Batavia, and
the Bantam Factors added: “but certainly friendly advices have made
us acquainted that Francisco Vieira is fled from Japara but where no
man here knows, yet it is supposed he will endeavour to attain
Macassar”. Later advices from Japara alleged that the English agency
there had been closed by order of the Susuhunan and that Thomas
Armagon had saved his life by becoming a Muslim. It seems from the
Dutch sources that some 36 Javanese had in fact been executed for their
real or alleged complicity in Vieira’s escape.22

Vieira made a dramatic reappearance at Macassar on the 3rd of
October 1652, and so far as the Dutch were concerned the fat was
now in the fire with a vengance. The Dutch were soon confronted with
demands for the restitution of the captured ships and cargo by the
King of Macassar and the Nawab of Golconda. The government at
Batavia professed themselves in principle willing to restore that portion
of the cargo which belonged to those Muslim potentates, but they were
determined to keep as good prize what belonged to Vieira. It was just
this problem of the identification of the respective shares which proved

21 India Office Library, London, “Original Correspondence”, Vol. 23 (1652-
1653), nr. 2284, F. Skinner and council at Bantam to President Baker at
Madras.

22 JOL, Original Correspondence, Vol. 23, nr. 2284; Coolhaas, Generale Mis-
siven, 11, pp. 658-60; W. M. Ottow, Rijckloff Volckertsz van Goens, 1619-
1655 (Utrecht, 1954), pp. 129, 134, 184; H. J. de Graaf (ed.), De uvijf ge-
zantschapsreizen van Rijklof van Goens naar het hof van Mataram, 1648-1654
(The Hague, 1956), pp. 101-04, 108 ,115, 138, 167-68. Vieira’s disfavour
with the Susuhunan of Mataram was not permanent, for the Dagh-Register
Batavia of the 20th of July 1657, records the arrival of an envoy from
Macassar with presents from the King and Vieira for the governor of Japara,
including 2 small bronze guns, a horse, silk, and musk.

I have not been able to identify the nationality of Thomas Armagon, but
as he sometimes wrote in Portuguese to his superiors at Bantam, he was
probably an Eurasian. He was still employed by the English at Japara when
he was murdered there by the son of the local governor in October 1666,
being then described as a “swart” in the DRB, Anno 1666-67, p. 165.
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insoluble. The rulers of Macassar declared that Vieira had bought the
Sdo Jodo Baptista from the Genoese chiefly on their account, since they
owned two-thirds of both ship and cargo, whereas Vieira’s share was
only one-third. Similarly, the Nawib of Golconda declared that he was
the principal owner of the Nazaré and her cargo; but the authorities
at Batavia suspected that in fact both the ships and their cargoes were
owned mainly by Vieira.23

There is no need to follow the tortuous course of the negotiations
over this dispute during the next ten years. Suffice it to say that it was
a perennial irritant to Mir Jumla, and it was one of the principal causes
of the renewal of the war between Macassar and the VOC in 1653.
It was also a factor in the decision taken by the rulers of Macassar
actively to support the rebels in the Amboina group; though there is
no need to doubt the Sultan of Macassar’s assertion that his overriding
reason for giving such support was the need to help persecuted Muslims
against Christian oppressors.24 This decision to intervene in Amboina
was, of course, enthusiastically supported by Vieira. Indeed, the govern-
ment at Batavia accused Vieira of having incited the original outbreak
of 1651, claiming that they had intercepted some of his letters in which
he had “boasted to his viceroy that his own instigation and persuasion
were the cause of the rebellion and of the revolting massacre of so
many innocent Netherlanders, and their women and children in
Amboina”. A search in the VOC records at the Rijksarchief, kindly
undertaken by Dr. M. A. Meilink-Roelofsz at my request, has failed to
locate these intercepted letters;25 but although Vieira may well have
made such a claim, the chief reason for the outbreak was not so much
any incitement he may have given the Ambonese, as their dislike of the
oppressive Dutch clove monopoly in the Moluccas.

Irrespective of whatever part Vieira may have played in the outbreak
of the Amboina rebellion, it is clear from the Portuguese records that
— as the Dutch realised — he consistently urged the rulers of Macassar
to continue their support of the rebel Ambonese once they had decided
to intervene. The first expeditionary-force sent by the King of Macassar
sailed from South Celebes in November 1652. It consisted of Macassars
and Malays and its strength was variously estimated by the Dutch at

23 Coolhaas, Generale Missiven, II, pp. 597-98, 658-60, 677, 710, 770;
T. Raychaudhuri, VKI, XXXVIII (1962), pp. 46-51.

24 DRB, Anno 1653, p. 134; F. W. Stapel, Bongaais Verdrag, p. 49; Coolhaas,
Generale Missiven, 11, 746-47.

25 Coolhaas, Generale Missiven, 11, p. 586; personal letter from Dr. M. A. P.
Meilink-Roelofsz d. 14 March 1958.
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between 30 and 100 vessels manned by 1,600 or 3,000 men. Writing
to the Viceroy of Goa, Conde de Obidos, on the 11th of July 1653,
Vieira claimed that he had volunteered to go with it; but that after
consultation with the King and Pattingalloang, it had been decided
to await news of its success before risking his own person and that of
the Spanish Jesuit Padre, Pedro Francisco, who was awaiting an
opportunity of leaving for Amboina in order to succour the crypto-
Roman Catholic native community there.26

As things turned out, this expeditionary-force met with only limited
success and suffered heavy casualties at the hands of the Dutch. Some
of the Macassars and Malays did, however, succeed in establishing
themselves at various points in the Amboina group and they were
reinforced again in the following year. Meanwhile, the government at’
Batavia sent successively Jacob Hustard, Evert Buys, and Arnold de
Vlaming van Oudshoorn as envoys to Macassar, in order to protest
against the King’s active support of the rebels. None of them obtained
any satisfaction other than assurances that the King did not want the
war to spread outside the Amboina group. In point of fact, a state of
war existed between Macassar and the VOC in the years 1653—55,
though the Dutch limited themselves to blockading Macassar by sea,
while the main struggle was fought out in the islands of Butung, Buruy,
and Ceram. Hustard had shown the King an intercepted letter of Vieira
in which the latter apparently said something uncomplimentary about
the Karaéng Pattingalloang; but this move completely failed to shake

26 Vieira to the Viceroy of Goa, “emxeada dos Malaios” (“harbour of the
Malays”) in Macassar, 11 July 1653 (Goa Archives, “Livros das Mongdes
do Reino”, Livro 23 B, fls. 364-68). Cf. Appendix III below. The reason
which Vieira gives in this letter for not accompanying the expeditionary-
force, sounds a more likely one than that advanced in the printed Summaria
Relagam published at Lisbon in 1656, where it is stated that the Macassar
expeditionary-force comprised nearly 1,000 vessels and some 60,000 men (!):
“Francisco Vieira resolved to accompany the King in his own galley, but
the Queen, who is still a child, and regards Francisco Vieira like a father,
told the King that either he must take her with him or else leave her in
charge of Francisco Vieira; and for this reason Vieira could not go, but he
sent all the Portuguese who could be spared...” (Summaria Relagam dos
prodigiosos obrardo ... no anno passado de 1655, Lisboa, 1656, the last two
unnumbered leaves of the text being headed, Da se breve noticia do Estado
em que os Olandezes se achGo na India Oriental. They give a highly coloured
and grossly exaggerated account of the losses and difficulties of the Dutch.

Pedro Francisco or Pedro de Francisco S. J., was a Spanish Jesuit born
at Mala (Zaragoza diocese) in 1607, who had been working at Macao,
Malacca, and Macassar since about 1630.
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the trust of the King and the Prince in their Portuguese friend and
adviser.27

In his lengthy dispatch (11 July 1653) to the Viceroy of Goa, Vieira
relates how he had stiffened the King’s resolution by earnestly assuring
him that help would come from Goa and Macao. He had already
written to both these places urging them to send ships and men. He
now implored the viceroy to send him 100 or 200 Portuguese soldiers,
whom he would embark for Amboina at his own expense. The City of
Macao, he wrote, should send a couple of armed vessels with rein-
forcements for Solor and Timor. He further suggested that Francisco
Carneiro, the Portuguese Captain-Major in the Lesser Sunda Islands,
should be superseded or replaced, since he had not followed up a recent
success against the Dutch at Congas [? Konga in Flores], where 17 of
their sailors had been captured, and he was on bad terms with the
pro-Portuguese villagers of Solor.28

In this same dispatch, Vieira made the revealing admission that
although his own influence and popularity with the rulers of Macassar
was unshaken by the war with the Dutch, the common people were
beginning to murmur. “For up till now they were enjoying peaceful
prosperity and the kingdom was well supplied with [Indian] textiles
which they bought and with [Molucccan] spices which they sold, where-
as this year they did not receive a single piece of cloth, nor did anyone
buy their spices; and they wonder whether the same will not happen
again in future years. Even the King and the Prince told me sometimes
that if the war in Amboina continued and they contrived to get the
cloves away from the Dutch, what would they do if nobody came to buy
these spices?”’ The rulers knew that the English were on the verge of
war with the Dutch and that the Portuguese were embroiled with the
English in Europe, besides having the Dutch on their necks in India.29
“I replied most emphatically, that they should carry on with the war
in Amboina, and that the Dutch would eventually come and beg for

27 Cf. Stapel, Bongaais Verdrag, pp. 46-50, and the sources there quoted, to
which should be added L. Bor, Amboinse Oorlogen (Delft, 1663), pp. 141-95.

28 For Francisco Carneiro and his dealings with the Dutch cf. H. Leitio, Os
Portugueses em Solor e Timor de 1515 a 1702 (1948), pp. 210-31; Coolhaas,
Generale Missiven, 11, pp. 499, 683-84. Vieira had been trading at Flores
and Solor in sandalwood in partnership with Carneiro since 1643. Cf. also
Appendix IIT below.

29 The first Anglo-Dutch War started with the skirmish between Blake and
M. H. Tromp off Dover in May 1652, and Portugal was embroiled with the
Commonwealth of England in 1650-51 because of the shelter given to Prince
Rupert’s Royalist Fleet in the Tagus by King D. Jodo IV in 1649-50.
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mercy, as could be seen by the arrival of this ship [the Zeelandia with
Evert Buys on the 5th of July 1653]. I told them that if things were
really going as well for the Dutch in Amboina as they claimed, they
would not have come here to beg humbly for peace. I added that the
Portuguese would come from India by the strait of Solor or by some
other straits, to bring textiles and to take away cloves, and that the
Nabob would send a ship or two.” Vieira told the Viceroy that he had
already sent an emissary in a lateen-rigged dispatch boat to Masuli-
patam, in order to incite Mir Jumla to send ships to Macassar. He urged
the viceroy to back these representations to the Nawab, after consultation
with “Padre Frei Anselmo”.30

Vieira reminded the viceroy that he had asked his predecessor, Dom
Felipe Mascarenhas, to request the King of Portugal to send an
ambassador to the rulers of Macassar, thanking them for the help and
favours which they had given the Portuguese. He now renewed this
suggestion, adding that if no ambassador from Lisbon could come this
year, then the viceroy should send an envoy on his own responsibility,
providing him with gifts of gunpowder and weapons in addition to the
usual presents and letters of compliments and thanks. These viceregal
letters should also urge the King of Macassar to continue the war in
Amboina as vigorously as possible, assuring him that both the King of
Portugal and the Viceroy of Goa would show themselves to be duly
grateful. Vieira also requested that he should be nominated as vice-
ambassador and authorised to remain at Macassar as accredited and
resident envoy when the special ambassador had left. This, he said,
would enhance his personal prestige, and enable him to order the
numerous Portuguese adventurers and rolling-stones who frequented
Macassar to betake themselves wherever they might be most useful for
the royal service. He claimed that the Dutch had offered a bribe of
50,000 patacas to anyone who would kill him, and that he had received
warnings from Batavia not to trust anyone, not to go out at night, nor
to eat anything outside his own house. He stated that if he was invested
with the title of resident-ambassador, then none of the natives would
venture to do him any harm, whatever bribe they might be offered by
the Dutch.

In this voluminous dispatch of the 11th of July 1653, Vieira likewise
elaborated a four-year plan of naval strategy for the Portuguese galleons
at Goa against the Dutch shipping routes between the Persian Gulf

30 T have not been able to identify this Padre Frei Anselmo, but presume that
he was either a Dominican or a Franciscan missionary.
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and Japan. He suggested that as soon as the Dutch discontinued their
annual blockade of Goa at the end of April or the beginning or May,
the galleons should leave the river Mandovi three or four days later
for Macao, sailing via the straits of Malacca, where they would, in all
probability, pick up some richly laden and unsuspecting Dutch prizes.
On reaching Macao, one galleon and a locally equipped pinnace
(pataxo) would make a quick dash to the port of Giio [Giang] in
Tongking,31 where they would stand a good chance of capturing the
Dutch Indiaman which called there every year laden with Japanese
silver bullion from Nagasaki. These vessels would then rejoin the other
galleons, which, after provisioning at Macao, would have taken up their
cruising station off the island of Pulau Tioman where they would be
virtually certain of intercepting the richly laden Dutch Indiamen
bound from Japan and Formosa to Siam, Malacca, or Batavia, between
mid-January and mid-February.32 These ships, which amounted to
fifteen or sixteen sail all told, did not sail in convoy, but only in ones
or twos, and so would successively fall an easy prey to the waiting
Portuguese squadron. After making this rich haul, the galleons could
then come on early in March to Macassar, where they would make a
brief stay in order to take on provisions and water. Leaving Macassar
about the 20th of March, the galleons would then cruise off Pulau
Butung until late July or early August, so as to intercept the Dutch ships
bringing the annual world’s supply of mace and nutmegs from the
Banda islands and cloves from the Moluccas. Vieira assured the viceroy
that all this could be achieved at little or no risk, since the Indiamen
returning from Japan carried most of their guns in their holds and had

31 je. the entry to the Red River, the Dutch Factory in Tongking being located
at Ke-cho (the modern Hanoi) some days of difficult navigation up-stream.
Cf. W. J. M. Buch, La Compagnie des Indes Néerlandaises et I'Indochine,
(Hanoi, 1937), pp. 152-53; C. C. van der Plas, Tonkin, 1644-45. Journaal
van de reis van Anthonio van Brouckhorst, (Amsterdam, 1955).

32 ¢, . todas estas nio passio sem tomar pulotimio que sdo [sic] trinta legoas
antes do estreito de sincapura por ser ilha de muito refresco e boa agoa”.

Pulau Tijoman, “an island situated off the south-east coast of the Malay
Peninsula, whose peak and ‘asses ears’ were points of landfall and departure
for mariners of all nations sailing the South China Sea. The bay on the
south-west of the island provided a sheltered roadstead with a gently sloping,
sandy floor; the drinking water... was obtained a few dozen yards inland
from the cascade which is purified by filtration through a bed of sand;
timber is abundant even at the present day; and in the words of 18th-century
sailors, ‘the island is very plentiful in refreshments’.” (P. Wheatley, The
Golden Khersonese. Studies in the Historical Geography of the Malay Penin-
sula before A.D. 1500, Kuala Lumpur, 1961, p. 229).



16 FRANCISCO VIEIRA DE FIGUEIREDO

their gun-ports battened down, owing to the stormy China Sea; while
those returning from Banda and the Moluccas were usually old and
ill-armed vessels which were ending their days on short routine voyages
in these calmer waters.

In the year following this spectacular naval campaign — the results
of which would inspire the Indonesians everywhere to rise against the
Dutch, whom they cordially hated — the government at Batavia would
naturally expect the Portuguese to try to repeat this performance at the
end of the annual blockade of Goa. The Dutch would therefore con-
centrate a strong fleet in the straits of Malacca; but the Portuguese
galleons, instead of sailing eastwards, would take their course westwards
in two divisions, bound respectively for the Persian Gulf and the Red
Sea, where they could capture some of the Dutch ships trading in those
waters. This would throw the Dutch planners off their balance, so that
in the third year they would not know whether the Portuguese objective
would be the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf, or the South China Sea,
or the Indonesian area. They would therefore reinforce all those regions;
but the galleons could then slip out of Goa to intercept Dutch ships
trading in the Bay of Bengal, particularly those laden with textiles from
Coromandel.

In the fourth year, the galleons would be prepared at Goa ostensibly
for a campaign in the northern part of the Indian Ocean; but at the end
of November or the beginning of December they would set sail and take
their course south of Sumatra and the Lesser Sunda Islands to make an
unexpected appearance in Amboina by way of the straits of Solor or of
Wettar. They would not only be able to capture Amboina, where they
would be enthusiastically received by the natives, but also the Banda
islands, which were populated mainly by slaves originating from the
lands bordering on the Bay of Bengal, who were pro-Portuguese or at
least spoke that language. Vieira averred that the Dutch were already
so tied down by the Amboina rebellion, that any small Portuguese force
would suffice to throw them out of the Spice Islands altogether (“de
sorte que qualquer poderzinho que fosse nosso podia tomar tudo”).

In a final flight of fancy, Vieira suggested that the galleons at Goa
might also be sent to intercept the homeward-bound Dutch East-
Indiamen at the start of their voyage in the straits of Sunda. He stated
that these Indiamen, like those from Japan, were very richly laden and
carried most of their guns in their holds until they reached the island
of St. Helena, since they did not expect to encounter any enemy war-
ships in the Indian Ocean. Vieira concluded this lengthy dispatch of the
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11th of July 1963, by repeating a previous request that King D. Jodo IV
should confer a knighthood in the Order of Christ on Francisco Mendes,
“cousin and secretary of the King of Macassar”. Mendes had always
been a strong and influential supporter of the Portuguese, and he would
not be satisfied with a knighthood in either of the lesser Orders of
Santiago and S3ao Bento.33

It is hardly necessary to add that nothing came of Vieira’s fantastic-
ally ambitious schemes in the realm of naval strategy. Far from the
Portuguese galleons intercepting Dutch Indiamen in the South China
Sea and Indonesian waters, it was a Dutch squadron under Rijkloff van
Goens which intercepted and destroyed five Portuguese galleons off the
coast of Malabar on their return voyage from Colombo to Goa in
May, 1654.34 The Viceroy of Goa sent complimentary letters of thanks
to the King of Macassar and Prince Pattingalloang, and a knighthood
in the Order of Christ was eventually conferred on Francisco Mendes;
but the Portuguese were too hard pressed by the Dutch in Ceylon, to
be able to send any substantial help to Macassar. Nor did the Anglo-
Dutch War of 1652—54 shake Dutch maritime dominance in the
Eastern Seas, but, on the contrary, it only served to strengthen it. The
Nawab of Golconda, possibly influenced by Vieira’s appeals, sent a
ship laden with textiles to Macassar; but this ship was diverted by the
Dutch to Batavia and compelled to dispose of her cargo there.
Admittedly, the Nawab regarded this as an additional affront to the
capture of the Nazaré; but the dispute over the price paid for the
cargo of the former vessel and the inadequate compensation offered
for the seizure of the latter, did not lead to a permanent breach between

33 Cf. Appendix III below for the full text of this lengthy dispatch. Francisco
Mendes, described by Navarrete in 1658 as “Knight of the Order of Christ,
son to the last Sumbane [= Mohamad Said], and a black woman” (Travels,
ed. Cummins, p. 118, where he is erroneously termed Antonio), and “a good
Christian and akin to the Sumbane” (op.cit., p. 385). He was evidently
the Secretary for Portuguese affairs to the rulers of Macassar as was Entji’
Amin for Malay affairs (cf. C. Skinner, VKI, XL (1963), p. 27). A letter
written in Portuguese by Francisco Mendes to the King of Portugal on behalf
of the King of Macassar, requesting closer co-operation against their common
Dutch enemies and dated 29 May 1637, is reproduced in Appendix I infra.

34 Dutch versions of this naval action (or rather series of actions) in J. Aalbers,
Rijcklof van Goens (Groningen, 1916), pp. 92-4; W. M. Ottow, Rijckloff
Volckertsz van Goens (Utrecht, 1954), pp. 170-75. Portuguese versions in
M. A. H. Fitzler, O Cérco de Columbo (1928), pp. 117-24; C. R. Boxer,
“Novas da India Oriental, Ano de 1655” (Arqueologia e Histéria, Vol VI,
Lisboa, 1928).
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Mir Jumla and the Dutch, as Vieira had hoped.35 The Macassars were
therefore left to fight on alone in support of the rebels in the Moluccas,
and the losses they sustained induced them to make a compromise peace
with the Dutch in February 1656.

The war was still raging when King Mohamad Said died suddenly
in November 1653, and Karaéng Pattingalloang followed him to the
grave nearly a year later (Sept. 1654). Their deaths did not affect
Vieira’s position and influence at court, since their respective sons and
successors, King Hasanuddin and Karaéng Karunrung, were equally
well disposed and the latter, like his father, was fluent in Portuguese.
Writing to the new Viceroy of Goa, Conde de Sarzedas, on the 12th of
June 1656, Vieira extolled the courage with which the Macassars had
fought in Buru, Ceram, and elsewhere, but he admitted that there was
some excuse for the young King Hasanuddin having made peace with
the Dutch — “for he had no gunpowder in his land, nor munitions,
nor anyone who could supply them”.36

The Dutch blockade of Macassar had been remarkably effective and
no Indian textiles had reached the place for three years, “so that even
the kings and queens complained that they had nothing to wear, apart
from the fact that there was no trade at all. The people all complained
and wanted peace, and many of them bitterly hated me, since they
realised that I was the cause of the war. This did not worry me in the
least; but they also reproached me to my face for having promised that
galleons would come from India to help His Highness, with a large
supply of gunpowder, munitions and men, whereas what came in actual
fact was the news that all the galleons were lost and that Goa itself
was on the point of perishing (which God forbid). For this reason, the
Kings became very disheartened and they no longer take seriously my
offers and protestations; so that the Hollanders are already here again,
establishing themselves on shore, as they were before. However, they
are not so welcome as they thought they would be, for the Macassar
cannot stomach the Hollander (“ndo mastiga bem o macassd ao

35 T, Raychaudhuri, Jan Company in Coromandel, 1605-1690, VKI, XXXVIII
(1962), pp. 50-51, 124, and Coolhaas, Generale Missiven, 11, pp. 760-61,
for the diversion of Mir Jumla’s ship to Batavia, the forced sale of its
cargo there in 1654, and the subsequent disputes between the Nawab and
the Dutch.

36 Vieira to Viceroy, Macassar, 12 June 1656 (Goa Archives, “Livro das
Mongbes do Reino”, nr. 26 B, fls. 370-72). The Count of Sarzedas was
viceroy of Portuguese India from 23 August 1655 until his death at Goa,
13 January 1656. Cf. The letters printed in Appendixes IV-VI below.
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olandes”), and they live in great fear. The Hollanders treat me very
courteously and they are very anxious for closer contacts. I am equally
polite to them, but very cautious, since I have been warned by well-
informed persons at Jacarta not to trust them on any account, and that
I should be careful how I drink toasts with them — though I don’t
drink wine myself. I have also been warned that if the ambassador
[Johan van Wesenhagen?] invites me aboard his ship, I should not go;
and this is what I have done, as he asked me and I declined. I profess
outwardly to be his very good friend, and that it was I who persuaded
the King to make peace with them; but they know very well that the
truth is just the opposite. It is necessary that I should act in this way,
so that I can find out their plans; for if I held myself aloof, I would
never find out anything from them, nor could I warn Your Excellency
or take counter-measures to foil their nefarious designs.”

After telling the Viceroy that he had received discouraging news
of the situation at Macao, where things were going from bad to worse,
Vieira continued: “And reverting to the King of Macassar, I may add
that he received the letter of His Majesty and that of Your Excellency,
with both of which he was very pleased.37 I will venture to say that if
the State [of Portuguese India] could send something in the way of help
here to Macassar, I would soon induce these kings to break the peace
again with the Hollanders; for since they are young and fickle, it would
be easy to contrive this business, which I do not neglect trying to accom-
plish, as I continually remind and reproach them for the harm they
have done in making peace with such an infamous nation.”

In this same dispatch of the 12th of June 1656, Vieira gave the
viceroy news of the severe reverse recently inflicted on De Vlaming van
Oudshoorn in Timor by a pro-Portuguese force under the command of
Balthasar Gongalves, whom he described as “an old man of over
seventy, a native of Amboina, and married in Solor”. He also stated
that the King and Queen of Mena in Timor had been condemned to
death and executed by order of Francisco Carneiro, as the royal pair
had been accused of being friendly with the Dutch. Vieira added:
“I do not think that this affair was well managed, even if they deserved
to die; for, after all, they were King and Queen, and it is a cause of
great scandal to all these other kings, including those of Macassar,
when they see that a private individual passes sentence of death on
a king and queen. He could have had them killed secretly by poison,

37 Cf. the letters printed in Appendixes VIII-X below.
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or in some other way which would not have aroused such resentment
nor caused such a scandal. I don’t know how Francisco Carneiro could
have committed such a blunder, since he is such a very good man”
(ndo sey como Francisco Carneiro sendo tdo bonissimo homem cometteo
tal erro).

Vieira sent his dispatch, accompanied by another from the governor
of Macao, in an English ship bound for Madras, whence the Portuguese
governor of Sio Tomé de Mailapur was to forward them by swift
dispatch-boat (patamar) to Goa. Vieira was naturally on good terms
with the English, particularly in view of their common dislike of the
Dutch.

During his visit to the Coromandel coast in the Sdo Jodo Baptista in
1651, Vieira acted as the mediator who composed the quarrel between
the English at Madras and the Portuguese of Sio Tomé over the
reciprocal kidnapping of the French Capuchin friar, Ephraim de
Nevers, by the Portuguese, and of the ecclesiastical governor of the
bishopric of Sdo Tomé, Jeronimo de S4, by the English. Reporting the
settlement of this dispute to the Court of Directors at London in
January 1652, Agent Greenhill and his council at Madras wrote that
fr. Ephraim had been released by the Goa Inquisition, “as we have been
lately advised by letters under his own hand, brought hither by one
Signor Francisco Vieira, an eminent fidalgo of that nation and known
friend to ours in the South Seas, on whose earnest mediation for
renewing a correspondency with our neighbours of Sio Tomé, we have
condescended to some articles of agreement (relating to the general
peace) that if possible we may live the more quietly with such insolent
people ... .” 38

At the height of the Dutch-Macassar War a couple of years later,
the English Agents at Bantam commented in a letter to their principals
at Madras: “These troublesome times fall out very cross, in regard we
might have had a very good trade at Macassar, where the Dutch are
outed by reason they would not give satisfaction for the taking of
Francisco Vieira his two ships, and the Portugals not daring to carry
cloth thither, we might have had all that trade unto ourselves, which
doubtless could not have been without much profit to our honourable
employers, but these are wishes and so we leave them”.39

38 JOL, O.C. 2246, apud N. Manucci, Storia do Mogor or Mogul India, 1653-
1708 (ed. W. Irvine, 4 vols.,, London, 1907-08), Vol. III, pp. 433-34. Cf.
also W. Foster, The English Factories in India, 1651-1654 (Oxford, 1915),
pp. XXVIII, 79, 92, 96.

39 JOL, O.C. Vol. 23, nr. 2284, Bantam to Madras, 15 July 1653.
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It is worth noting that although Vieira complained in his above-
quoted dispatch of the 12th of June 1656, that trade at Macassar had
been completely dead in the years 1653—55 and that there were no
sellers of cloth nor buyers of cloves, the correspondence of the English
Factors at Bantam indicates that Vieira himself was making good profits,
at any rate intermittently. The Factors at Macassar complained that he
was outbidding them in the purchase of cloves, paying more than they
could afford to do, to which their principals at Bantam retorted: “We
have little to say touching Vieira’s doings in his lawful negotiations,
neither he doth therein not more than all the world besides, that is
to [one word illegible] the gain of wealth, and having so great a store
as you say, he will the sooner attain unto it if the Dutch do not exact
too great a toll upon it; and if you cannot agree together, no wonder
if he sells to outweigh you, anyone being tolerated to do with his own
what please him best, and most redounding to his profit; but at so high
rates as is 360 mass for cloves we hold it more convenient to desist the
buying of any more, and rather invest the more of your monies in
tortoiseshell, to try if happily their price may thereby be brought lower,
especially having already so good a quantity in your hands”.40

Later in this same letter, the Bantam Factors observed that they
were surprised that cloves sold for such a high price at Macassar, “seeing
the Nabob’s junk being disappointed of her Macassar voyage, his Chief
with you cannot be in a capacity to hurt you in the buying of them.
We require you, therefore, notwithstanding Vieira, to try to do your
endeavour to bring them to a lower rate, which we hope may be the
easier done if the Macassars have any good success against the Dutch.”
The Macassars, as we have seen, did not have very good success against
the Dutch in Amboina, and the price of cloves continued to go up
rather than down, being more than doubled four years later.4! The
Nawab’s Factor at Macassar, after first cooperating with Vieira, then
quarrelled violently with him; accusing him of presenting inflated
claims of the cargo in the Nazaré which had belonged to Mir Jumla.
This man and a Persian merchant, who had originally come to Macassar
from Coromandel with Vieira, presented the Dutch with a list of what
they claimed were the Nawib’s real losses — much smaller than the

40 JOL, O.C. Vol. 24, nr. 2421, Bantam to Macassar, 14 Oct. 1654.

4171n July 1658, cloves at Macassar were selling “from 700 to 730 old Mass
the bahar” (IOL, Factory Records Java, III, iii, fl. 198, Macassar to Bantam,
d. 22 July 1658). O.C. 2479 and O.C. 2635 contain other references to the
high price of cloves at Macassar in 1655-57, and to Vieira sending to Manila
for them.
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claim put in by Vieira. The Dutch doubtless found these lists useful in
resisting the claim for full compensation made by Mir Jumla; but the
Nawab’s trust in Vieira does not seem to have been shaken — at any
rate for long — by the accusations of these Indo-Persian merchants.42

In May 1656, the Portuguese at Macassar were temporarily heartened
by the arrival of the pinnace Santa Tereza from Goa, piloted by Captain
Gaspar Pereira dos Reis. She came by way of one of the straits in the
Lesser Sunda Islands, never previously used by the Portuguese, and
brought letters from the Viceroy of Goa to the King, to Prince Karun-
rung and to the Secretary Francisco Mendes, as well as a small supply
of gunpowder and lead. The Viceroy apologised for not being able to
send more substantial assistance, but he explained that the Portuguese
were so tied down in Ceylon, where the Dutch were closely besieging
Colombo, that it was impossible for the present. He notified the King
that the Portuguese had recently expelled the Dutch from their last
strongholds in Northeast Brazil (January 1654), and that a fierce
Dutch assault on Colombo had been repulsed with very heavy loss to the
assailants on the 12th of November 1655. If these victories continued,
more help for Macassar would soon be on the way. Meanwhile, he
urged the King to continue (or renew) the war against the Dutch,
which had brought His Majesty great glory and renown “not only in
Asia but in all the kingdoms of Europe”. The Viceroy also promised
a knighthood in the Order of Christ for Francisco Mendes; but as he
did not actually send the requisite insignia in this ship, the King and
the Prince indicated their disappointment in their respective replies.43

The Portuguese were, of course, delighted with the news of the victory
of the 12th of November 1655; and according to the Rev. Philip
Baldaeus, who was in Macassar at the time, they boasted that Colombo
was impregnable and that the Dutch would never take it, however hard
they tried. Baldaeus reported that Vieira was particularly cock-a-hoop,
“being a man of great prestige and one of the finest merchants in
Asia” 44 The Portuguese were correspondingly crestfallen when news

42 DRB, Anno 1653, pp. 106-09, 115-16, where the names of Vieira’s accusers
are given as the Persian merchant “Mola Assenaly”, and the Nawab’s Factor,
“Mameth Chaffia” [= Mehment Jaffar?].

43 Cf. the documents from the Goa Archives printed in Appendix VIII-X infra.

44 “Byzonder maakte Frangisco Viero, groote rodomontados ende snorkeryen,
(opgeblazen zijnde door de tijdinge van ons eerste ongeval, hem zekerlijk
bericht zijnde) als wezende een Man van groot aanzien, ende een van de
voortreffelijkste Kooplieden in India” (Ph. Baldaeus, Beschryving Van het
machtige Eyland Ceylon, Amsterdam, 1672, p. 141). The great siege of



FRANCISCO VIEIRA DE FIGUEIREDO 23

arrived later that Colombo had finally surrendered to the Dutch after
a heroic resistance in May 1656 — an occasion which enabled the
predikant to indulge in some moralising on the theme of “pride goeth
before a fall”. The Santa Tereza made a quick voyage to Macao, calling
at Macassar again on her return to Goa, which she reached on the
3rd of September 1656. Replying to the Viceroy’s letter, the King
assured him that he had only made peace with the Dutch because of
their greatly superior sea-power and because his vassalls asked him to;
but he realized that the Hollanders were nothing but pirates, and he
would renew the war against them in alliance with the Portuguese as
soon as an opportunity presented itself. He also assured the Viceroy
that he would continue the favour and protection which he and his
predecessors had always showed to the local Portuguese, including
toleration of the Christian religion.45

As mentioned previously, we have some interesting glimpses of
Macassar and Vieira at this period from the pens of Spanish and
Portuguese missionaries who called at this port on their way to Macao
in the year 1658. Domingo Fernandez de Navarrete O.P., after describing
how he received a social call in Vieira’s house from the Karaéng Karun-
rung, adds: “I had no thoughts of repaying his visit, as believing those
people did not take notice of such things. I learned the Prince had
complained of my neglect, so I desired Captain Francisco Vieira, in
whose house Karaéng Karunrung had visited me, to bear me company.
We went together three quarters of a league to the Palace which was
very good and the Prince kept us till one of the clock, and showed us
some European maps and books, for he kept his father’s library, which
was considerable, and also had an excellent striking-clock. We talked of
Mahomet, and the Portuguese [Vieira] who was a very zealous Catholic,
flatly told him he was in Hell. ‘Do not say so, captain’ quoth Karunrung.
I commended this man’s resolution, another would have called it folly.
If he had died on this account he had been a martyr. We returned home
through a beautiful row of palm-trees, the finest and beautifullest in the
world. The sun’s rays could not pierce it, and it was above a league
long, though we did not go the whole length. How it would be valued
among us, and with good cause! The prince repeated his visits oftener
than I could have wished. As soon as I took his hand, which was the

Colombo in 1655-56 is well documented in the previously quoted O Cérco
de Columbo (Coimbra, 1928), of M. A. H. Fitzler.

45 Governors of India to the Crown, Goa 27 December 1656 (Goa Archives,
“Livro das Mongdes do Reino”, nr. 26, fl. 21).
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way of paying him respect, he would say, ‘Our Lord be with your
Reverence’. He one day brought the Sumbane to Vieira’s house along
with him and I, being presently called, came, and in truth they both
did me too much honour and courtesy. Their garb was the most
ridiculous that can be expressed; they were both in their gay dress, had
European cloth coats over their bare skins, their arms naked, the sleeves
hanging down, and their bellies uncovered after their fashion.” 46

Navarrete considered, however, that the Portuguese lived in “great
subjection to the Mahometans”, neither their laity nor their clergy
having the least authority, despite Vieira’s great personal influence:
“Upon Maundy Thursday, when I was in the church, a company of
Moors [Muslims] came into the church, and went up to the sepulchre
to see what was in the monstrance, nobody stirring to oppose them —
there being present the governor of the bishopric, the parish priest,
prelates, and other Portuguese, including Francisco Vieira, of the Order
of Christ, it did not become me to set up to oppose such disrespect”.
Earlier in the same year, a Dominican and a Jesuit church had been
demolished by the King’s order; but whereas Navarrete blamed Paulo
da Costa, the secular priest who acted as governor of the bishopric of
Malacca, for instigating this deed, out of jealousy of the Religious
Orders, Padre André Ferrdo S.]., alleged that one of the King’s uncles,
“a great secretary of Mahomet”, was the prime mover.

Both Navarrete and Ferrao remarked how prosperous the port of
Macassar had become under the tolerant rule of Hasanuddin and his
forbears. The Jesuit wrote that “Macassar is one of the great and
pleasant islands of this archipelago. It has provisions in abundance and
although it is almost beneath the equator, lying in five degrees southern
latitude, yet it is extremely healthy. It is frequented by Portuguese,
Castillians from Manila, English, Dutch, and many Asian nations with
their respective merchandise. So that although it produces no spices of
its own, yet it is nowadays one of the greatest emporia of Asia”.
Navarrete noted that its prosperity had greatly increased after the
arrival of numerous Portuguese refugees from Malacca in 1641. “Many
Malays also repaired thither, and I have seen an ambassador there
from the great Nabob, that is of Golconda. No man paid anchorage or

46 J S, Cummins [ed.], Travels and Controversies of Friar Domingo Navarrete
(1962), pp. 113-25, 267-68, for Navarrete’s stay at and description of Macas-
sar. For the original Spanish text cf. Tratados de la Monarchia de China
(Madrid, 1676), pp. 329-32, and Ibidem, Controversias Antiguas y modernas
entre los Missionarios de la Gran China [Madrid, 1679], p. 627. I have
modernized the English spelling and the orthography of the proper names.
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any other duty there, and saving the presents that captains of ships and
merchants of note made to the Sumbane, all the trade was free. This
made it the universal mart of those parts of the world”.47

The testimony of these two independent eyewitnesses is interesting
as offsetting to some extent the complaints of the English and Dutch
merchants about the exactions to which they were sometimes subjected,
and their laments (in which Vieira joined) about the ‘“deadness of
trade” at this period. In July 1658, for instance, the English Factors at
Macassar wrote to their principals at Bantam: “True it is, Your Wor-
ships say, small encouragement to continue a factory here in this place
for us; for of cloves and [tortoise] shells, the only two commodities this
port hath formerly afforded, very few comes; cloves we confess came
this year betwixt 30 and 40 bahares, which Francisco Vieira bought
and sold again in truck for cloth to captain Minors at 700 old mass
the bahar”. Merchants of all nationalities, then as now, were apt to
complain that they were doing badly when in fact they were doing quite
well; and even if the Dutch and English East India Companies made
no great profits from their trade at Macassar, no doubt their servants
did in the “private trade” which they drove there, sometimes in
collaboration with Francisco Vieira.48

The peace patched up between Macassar and the VOC in February
1656, satisfied neither of the parties concerned, and Vieira, as we have
seen, did his best to incite the rulers of Macassar to renew the war.
The governors of Portuguese India, writing to the Crown at the end of
1658, reported: “Francisco Vieira de Figueiredo is of great importance
in Macassar, where he not only favours the Portuguese who frequent
that region but he helps to relieve the great poverty of Macao; and
moreover, he incites and supplies those of Solor to continue their war
against the Hollanders, 500 of whom and their allies have already been
killed, according to what the said Francisco Vieira affirms.... And
not only does this individual make war on the enemy in this way, inciting
the kings [of Indonesia] against them, but he has organized a fleet of

47 André Ferrdo, S. J., “Relagio da viagem”, apud A. A. Ferreira da Cruz,
Noticias do Oriente (Porto, 1958), pp. 39-42.

48 JOL, Java Records, III, iii, fls. 198, 349-50, 354, 521, for Vieira’s dealings
with the English EIC Factors and private traders in 1658-59. Skinner (at
Bantam) complained to Madras in June 1655, that if Bostock, chief at
Macassar, had not loaned the services of the EIC carpenter to Vieira, the
Hope pinnace could have been refitted in time to catch the monsoon to
Bantam (O.C. 2487). On the 18th of September 1657, the EIC Factors at
Macassar reported to Bantam that Vieira had written to Manila for cloves
(0.C. 2635).
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galleys which harass the small Dutch ships, so that he deserves Your
Majesty’s thanks for his conduct and for the way in which he has
asserted himself in Your Majesty’s service in so far as he can”.49

The Viceroy of Goa had conferred a knighthood in the Order of
Christ on Vieira in 1648, but when this grant was referred to Lisbon
for confirmation, the Board of Conscience and Military Orders advised
against it, on account of Vieira’s working-class origin. The Crown
accordingly procrastinated for some years more, despite renewed appeals
from successive viceroys and governors of India. Only in 1664 was the
question definitely resolved in Vieira’s favour, though he was entitling
himself (and being locally accepted as) a knight of the Order of Christ
many years before that.50

Quite apart from Vieira’s incitement of the rulers of Gowa and
Tallo’ to renew the war against the Dutch, this became increasingly
unavoidable as the free-trade policy of the rulers of Macassar conflicted
with the monopolistic claims of the VOC in the Spice Islands. As the
Macassar delegates told the Dutch envoys at a final meeting on the
27th of April 1659, when the discussion was held in Portuguese, the
King considered that the Company’s claim conflicted with the com-
mandments of God, “who has created the world so that all men can
enjoy the use thereof. Or do you believe that God has reserved for
your trade alone those islands which lie so far distant from your own
country?” 51 Both sides now began to prepare for the renewal of the
war which was seen to be inevitable. It began with the expedition of
Van Dam and Truytman, comprising 31 sail manned by 2,600 men,
which left Amboina on the 12th of May 1660. After an abortive
appearance off the Portuguese base of Larantuca (Flores), the vanguard

49 Governors of India to the Crown, Goa, 17 Dec. 1658, apud P. Pissurlencar,
Assentos do Conselho de Estado da India, 111, 1644-1658 (Goa, 1955), p. 625.

50 Senhor Frazio de Vasconcellos, who kindly sent me some details about the
delay in granting Vieira’s knighthood (in a private letter dated Lisbon,
6 Febr. 1952), informed me that this was finally conceded by the Crown
in 1656, and not in 1664. However, from the wording of the King’s minute
to the Overseas Council dated 12 April 1664, which is reproduced in
Appendix XV infra, it seems likely there must have been some further hitch
in the procedure after 1656, as the final grant is dated 1664. In any event,
Vieira was already calling himself — and being accepted as — a Knight
of the Order of Christ from 1649 onwards, as can be seen by the references
in the Dutch records, Navarrete etc.

51 4pud F. W. Stapel, Bongaais Verdrag (1922), p. 62. Pp. 50-62 of this work
give an excellent synthesis of the abortive negotiations between Macassar and
the VOC in 1656-59, in which the King’s demand for full compensation
for the Sdo Jodo Baptista and her cargo figures prominently.
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of the Dutch fleet, the ship Mars and the fluit Breukelen, appeared off
the roadstead of Macassar early in June. What followed is well docu-
mented from the Dutch side, but an unpublished eyewitness account
by one of the English Factors, William Mainstone, is worth reproducing
here.52

“May 28 [= June 7] last appeared in this Road two Dutch ships;
running under the King’s forts, they ducked their sails thrice and at
each duck saluted them from each ship with three guns. No sooner
had they cast anchor, but they whistled their remaining countrymen
on board ;53 the next morning they assault the Portuguese ships in the
road, being six in number and a junk, two whereof were laden for Goa
(one of which bore 600 tons and 26 guns), one for Macao, the junk
for Batavia [? Bantam], and the three other intended -elsewhere.
Confidence overnight and fear this morning prevented those wise
merchants from providing themselves with ammunition, guns, or men;
so that the great ship was soon blown up, the Macao-man taken
(wherein Mr. South was so deeply interested that his present voyage
is spoiled),54 another ship and the junk burnt; two crawling into the
shore saved themselves; and the third, though taken, by slipping her
cable showed her enemy a slippery trick, bringing three of them [the
prize-crew] also to the shore, where their heads were soon lopped from
their shoulders. The King here in the interim showed his displeasure

52 JOL, Java Records, III, iii, fl. 175. William Mainstone was evidently a
somewhat “difficult” character, who was often on bad terms with his
colleagues, as noted by the DRB on the 5th of Febr. 1659. *“...de meeste
oneenicheden onder de Engelsen ontstont uyt ’t heftigh humeur van den
coopman, Mainstone, synde een nieulinck ende vry wat fier...” (op. cit.,
p- 24). There is another virtually similar account of the expedition of Van
Dam and Truytman, signed by W. Mainstone and W. Turner at Macassar
on the 8/18th of June 1660, in Java Records, III, iii, fls. 320-23. The
standard Dutch account of the expedition is by W. E. van Dam van Isselt,
“Mr. Johan van Dam en zijne tuchtiging van Makassar in 1660, in BKI,
LX (1908), pp. 1-44. Cf. also F. W. Stapel, Bongaais Verdrag, pp. 62-66.

53 There were only three of them, two of whom rowed off to the ships at once,
and the third, “Jan the sailor”, two days later (Stapel, op. cit., p. 64).

54 John South was an interloper who had been left at Macao by the ship
Richard and Martha in 1658. He established himself in Siam in 1661-62,
later visited Batavia and Surat, and returned to London from Bantam in the
Richard and Martha in 1665 (D. K. Bassett, “The British Country Trader
and Sea Captain in South East Asia in the 17 and 18 centuries”, Journal
of the Historical Society of the University of Malaya, Vol. 1, nr. 2, pp. 9-10,
Kuala Lumpur ,1961). The captured Macao ship was the richly-laden Nossa
Senhora dos Remedios, in which Vieira undoubtedly had a share. He was
the owner of the large ship which was blown up and of the one bound for
Macao which was burnt (IOL, Java Records, I1I, iii, fl. 323). See Plate III.
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for the violation of his port, by plucking down their house, speaking to
them by the loud interpretation of his brazen guns, but to no great
purpose while the Dutch had brazen ears.

June 2 [12]. They returned again with a fleet of 23 ships and 12 to 13
sloops; above 2,000 great shot were made this day along the whole town
but they did no great harm; only a fort they stormed (being of principal
moment), carried it with about the loss of 40 men, and immediately
fired all up to the River Garassi’; the concept of which loss struck this
buffle-headed King into such a panic fear, that he would not admit
the Malayans or others to adventure the restorming of it;55 but the
next morning hung out his white flag to beg a truce, which they
granted and is since protracted, so that he must empower one to go
to Batavia and sign what articles the General [Maetsuyker] will give
him.

This we must expect for certain: that the Portuguese must be gone
or surrendered; and the Malayans (which are the pillars of this trade)
will not stay under such a dull-witted king, or the tyranny of the Dutch;
and then undoubtedly Your Worships will not let the Factory continue
here to be a trophy in the Dutch triumph, while they must lord it. Nor
can here ever be any trade again; for the country hath nothing native,
the Portuguese are banished, the Malayans fled, the Manilla-men gone
to Siam, and here none to deal with. And indeed my clear opinion is
that no peace shall keep the Dutch from prosecuting their advantage,
but that they will demolish all the forts, transport the guns, fire the
town and vessels, and leave it an open country, which will save them
of a great charge; un-nest us (who are the eyesore), unburgh the
Portuguese, disperse the Malayans, and disenable those kings from ever
hurting them again.

Things standing now in this posture, my humble opinion is that
Siam will be the only place for your settlement of a Factory.... The
place is a seat of great trade, governed by a potent and prince-like King,
the staple for the Manila, Japan, Macao and Cochin-China [trades],
and since the late wars in Cambodia have removed all commerce out

55 This is not quite accurate. The defenders did make a fierce though un-
successful counter-attack in an endeavour to regain the fort of Panakkukang.
What Mainstone probably means is that the Sultan gave permission too late.
It is interesting to note the important part which Mainstone assigns to the
Malay community in both the defence and the trade of Macassar at this

period.
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of that barbarous hole,56 it is devolved thither; and the wealthiest of
the Portuguese and Malayans intend that their station.” Mainstone
concluded this dispatch by offering his services as chief of the projected
agency in Siam, since he had quarrelled with his colleagues at Bantam
and had no wish to return there.

In the event, Mainstone’s fears that the victorious Dutch would
devastate Macassar proved to be unfounded. By the terms of the
armistice, Hasanuddin agreed to send the Karaéng Popo’ and some
delegates to Batavia, where they would remain as hostages until the
final clauses of the peace-treaty were agreed on. Meanwhile, the fort
of Panakkukang was to remain garrisoned by the Dutch. The subsequent
negotiations at Batavia lasted for some weeks, and it was not until the
19th of August that an agreement was reached. The principal terms of
this treaty were: The Macassars should henceforth refrain from any
interference in the affairs of Menado, Butung, and the Moluccas; that
the Portuguese should be expelled from Macassar once for all, “together
with all their followers and hangers-on”; that Macassar should pay a
war indemnity and hand over the Ternaten prince, Kaitjili’ Kalimata,
who had taken refuge there some years previously. When these terms
were presented to the Sultan for ratification, he hesitated a long time
before doing so; and the Dutch gave away on a few points, dropping
their demand for the indemnity and allowing Kalimata to remain. It
was also agreed to dropp all claims and counter-claims over the Sdo Jodo
Baptista and the Nazaré, and to regard this incident as closed. But the
Dutch insisted on the expulsion of the Portuguese, to which Hasanuddin
for a long time demurred; though he finally ratified the Treaty on the
2nd of December 1660, and told Vieira that he and his compatriots
would have to leave Macassar within a year, as stipulated in the final
treaty. The Dutch then evacuated and demolished the fort of Panak-
kukang, the garrison returning to Amboina and Batavia, after leaving
Jan Barra with a small staff as their representative there.57

It was one thing for the Dutch and the King to tell Vieira to go,
but it proved quite another to get him to leave. Though hard hit by
the loss of two of his best ships in the battle of 8 June 1660, he still
had resources elsewhere, as implied in a letter from the Factory at

56 Cf. D. K. Bassett, “The Trade of the English East-India Company in
Cambodia, 1651-1656”, in Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society, April 1962,
pp. 35-61.

57 Cf. F. W. Stapel, Bongaais Verdrag, pp. 65-68, and the sources there quoted,
to which should be added J. E. Heeres, Corpus Diplomaticum Neerlando-
Indicum, 11, 1650-1675, BKI, LXXXVII (1931), pp. 168-79.
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Madras to the Court of Directors at London in January 1661: “The
Katherine arrived in our road from Bantam and Macassar the 9th of
August, and by reason of the war the Dutch made with the King of
Macassar we had but slender returns. She neither brought gold or
silver, and some of her goods as China-root and musk not so well
requested, it seems, by the Dutch surprising of the town and in burning
all vessels in the road, wherein Senhor Francisco Vieira had a very great
loss, and being much indebted to Your Worships most of the com-
modities were taken off him to prevent making of a bad debt.” 58 But
it was not long before Vieira had discharged his liabilities to the East
India Company, and from being a debtor became once more a creditor
of the English.

The Dutch reports from Macassar show that Hasanuddin had re-
luctantly decided to accept the Dutch terms largely because the Bugis
of Bone had risen again in revolt and he feared that the Dutch might
join them. Moreover his “oldest and dearest wives” with the wives of
many leading notables had forced their way into the midnight council
which was debating the question, and urged their husbands to make
peace with the Dutch as the only way of saving the kingdom. No sooner
had the treaty been ratified at the beginning of December, than the
Macassars turned on the Bugis and defeated them with great slaughter.
This victory and the Dutch evacuation of Panakkukang gave them their
second wind, and they now began to hesitate about expelling the
Portuguese. Karaéng Karunrung, who had been deprived of his post
of chief minister in favour of the more pro-Dutch Karaéng Sumanna’,
but who still retained some influence, was particularly opposed to the
expulsion of the Portuguese, who were said to number about “two
thousand, whites, blacks, and half-breeds”. The King, however, still
maintained they would have to go; and Jan Barra reported at the end
of February 1661, that the Portuguese were giving away their houses
“like desperate men” to the Macassar notables.59

These houses, incidentally, were merely bamboo shacks, as Navarrete
and Ferrio had both noted on their respective visits to Macassar in
1658. The Jesuit observed: “The Muslims do not want in their lands
anyone who ventures to erect more imposing buildings. They do not
allow the Portuguese to place one stone upon another. Even Francisco
Vieira, who is probably the richest man in the whole island, lives in

58 JOL, O.C. Vol. 26 (1659-1660), nr. 2865, fl. 2, Madras to London, 11 Jan.
1661.
59 DRB, Anno 1661, pp. 18, 133-34.
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some shacks, for this is all that houses made of bamboo amount to”.
This Asian mistrust was, of course, motivated by the tendency of the
Europeans, whether Portuguese, Spaniards, Dutch, or English, to trans-
form their humble wooden “factories” into strongly built stone castles
and forts, wherever they had the chance to do so, as witness Goa,
Malacca, Macao, Batavia, Ternate, Tidore, Pulicat and Madras, to
mention only a few of the most obvious.60

Barra further reported: “Francisco Vieira is fitting out his newly-
bought vessels to take the common people therein to Larantuka and
Solor, offering to carry all those who are poor free of charge; but it
seems they would all rather go to Batavia”. The Dutch did, in fact, send
some ships to transport to Batavia those of the Portuguese who were
prepared to emigrate thither. Barra likewise gave warning that Vieira
himself might go to Solor and organize an expedition to attack the
Dutch fort of Concordia at Kupang on Timor; but this turned out to be
a baseless rumour. The diaspora of the Portuguese from Macassar
continued for the next few years, some of them going to Flores, Solor
and Timor, others to Macao, others to Batavia and Siam. Vieira and
several of the more important members of the community, however, still
hung on at Macassar, under one pretext or another.

Barra reported in mid-July 1661 that: “The whole government of
Macassar take it very much to heart that the Portuguese are leaving,
and the King [Hasanuddin], Radja Tello [Harun-al-Rasjid] and others
who are favourably disposed towards them, try to hinder their departure;
but the Portuguese do not wish to stay, being afraid that the Macassars
will not be able to protect them against the Company”. Even the pro-
Dutch Karaéng Sumanna’ urged Barra not to be so strict about insisting
on the departure of the Portuguese; and pleaded that if they were
expelled, they should at least be allowed to return yearly to trade. The
Macassars feared that if the Portuguese left, then the Malays and the
English would soon follow, “so that they would all be reduced to a
‘snoode vassiliteyt’.” Barra replied that the VOC did not wish to reduce
Macassar to complete destitution, but insisted on the expulsion of the
Portuguese, “as being the chief cause of the disputes which had arisen
between the Company and the Macassars”. The latter, he added, were
very suspicious of the way in which their hostages were still being

80 Cf. M. A. P. Meilink-Roelofsz, Asian Trade and European Influence, 1500-
1630 (The Hague, 1962), p. 255; B. Schrieke, Ruler and Realm in early
Java (The Hague, 1957), p. 135; C. R. Boxer, The Dutch Sea-borne Empire,
1600-1800 (London, 1965), pp. 187-90.
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detained at Batavia; and they were busy fortifying Sombaopu, the
Portuguese quarter and other places, in expectation of a renewed Dutch
attack.61

Reporting again to Batavia a month later, Barra stated that the
Macassars were more upset than ever about the departure of the
Portuguese, which, they said, would involve the complete commercial
ruin of the place. The Resident was sufficiently impressed by their pleas
and arguments to warn the Governor-General and Council that a rigid
insistence on this clause of the treaty might mean a renewal of the war.
The Macassars would be prepared to fight the VOC again rather than
sever their connection with the Portuguese, “at any rate so long as
Macassar can be nourished by the Macao milch-cow”. Hasanuddin now
openly protected the Portuguese, and told Barra that he could not be
expected to banish so many foreigners who had been settled there for
over eighty years (“zoodanige vreemdelingen, dewelke meer als 80 jaren
in Macassar gewoont hebben, nu gelyk als met een stale roede voor
eeuwig uyt te bannen”). Admittedly, some of the Portuguese themselves
were still anxious to leave, and Barra sent 65 of them on a ship to
Batavia. Among those who hung on, besides Francisco Vieira, Barra
specially mentioned Francisco Mendes, although, as we have seen,
this man appears to have had little or no European blood in him,
despite his name and knighthood in the Order of Christ.62

Vieira himself wrote two letters to Governor-General Joan Maet-
suyker (who he politely reproached for being personally inimical to
him), explaining the reasons for his delay, and asking for a pass for a
ship which he owned in partnership with the Jesuits, and which he
wanted to send to Goa.63 He claimed that he had persuaded Hasanuddin
to make peace with the Dutch in 1660, and to agree to the expulsion of
the Portuguese, by his having (so he said) assured the Macassar
monarch that neither the King of Portugal nor the Viceroy of Goa
would resent this clause, since they would realize that it had been
imposed by force majeure (“....om dat se genoegsaem conden sien
zyn Hoogheyt zulks niet met wille, maer uyt nood moste doen”). He
further asked for a postponement of his own departure until the mon-
soon of 1662, and he offered to sell to the VOC the supplies of sappan-

81 DRB, Anno 1661, pp. 139, 223-25.

62 DRB, Anno 1661, pp. 264-67. For the somewhat dubious paternity of Fran-
cisco Mendes cf. note 33 above. It is possible that the “black woman” (“una
negra”) described as being his mother was in fact an Eurasian.

83 Vieira to Maetsuyker, 1 July and 2 August 1661, in DRB, Anno 1661,
pp. 277-81.
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wood which he had accumulated on Bima (Sumbawa) 64 and of sandal-
wood on Timor. He concluded this correspondence by offering to do the
Company ‘“‘any service within my power, which is not to the detriment
of my King”.

In the upshot, Maetsuyker and his Council decided to buy Vieira’s
sappan-wood and sandalwood, but to send VOC ships to fetch it,
instead of giving Vieira passes for his own vessels to do so. Writing to
Barra on the 8th of December 1661, the government at Batavia told
him he was to insist on the departure of the Portuguese, “as we are
resolved to send ships to cruise against all their merchantmen, and
attack them even in the roadstead of Macassar itself”. However, Vieira
and his associates were to be given free and safe passages in their own
or in the Company’s ships to Batavia, or to one of the Portuguese
settlements — other than to Solor or Timor, “where that nation is as
harmful to the Company as it is on Macassar”. Barra was also instructed
to think of some way of getting the English out of Macassar as well.65

Under the terms of the 1660 Macassar-Dutch Treaty, Vieira should
have left by the end of 1661, but he contrived to stay for another two
and a half years on various pretexts, some of them specious and others
genuine enough. For a long time, the Dutch did not press him too hard,
as they realized that he needed time to collect his debts and that he was
suffering from some kind of eye-disease (opthalmia?). Moreover, they
were trading officially with him in sappan and sandalwood, and un-
officially, it would seem, in gold and musk. At any rate, the ship Nossa
Senhora da ConceigGo ¢ Sdo Domingos Suriano, which belonged to
Vieira and the Jesuits in partnership, was carrying a quantity of
Chinese gold and musk when she was detained at Batavia on her
voyage to Goa in October 1661. During her enforced stay in the port,
the gold and musk were embezzled by a dishonest notary; but on the
complaint of the Portuguese captain, Maetsuyker and his Council
arrested the culprit and recovered most of the stolen valuables. They
kept this gold and musk in safe custody when the ship was eventually
allowed to proceed on her voyage to Goa, which she reached at the end
of March, 1662. In December of this year, Padre Gongalo Martins S.]J.,
wrote from Goa to Maetsuyker, asking him to forward these com-

64 Bima was (and is) the largest town on Sumbawa; but both Portuguese and
Dutch often extended the name of the town to the island as a whole, or even
for eastern Sumbawa and western Flores together with the intervening islands.

8 DRB, Anno 1661, pp. 298-99, 347, 455-56.
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modities either via Wingurla, or Surat, or through Francisco Vieira,
but I do not know how the matter ended.66

It was not only commercially that Vieira was closely involved with
the Jesuits at this period, for, as a patriotic Portuguese, he had occasion
bitterly to criticise some of the French and Italian members of the
Society for their hostility to the Portuguese in Asia. Writing to Goa
in July 1662, he complained that the Italian Jesuit, Martino Martini,
was unduly friendly with the Dutch at Batavia, who had given him a
passage in one of their Indiamen (Oliphant) to Europe in 1653—54.
Worse still, on his way back to China in 1658, Martini passed through
Macassar, where he told the kings of Gowa and Tallo’ that D. Af-
fonso VI was not the rightful king of Portugal, as the Crown really
belonged to Philip IV of Spain. Martini had also told them that
Affonso VI was not merely a usurper but an illiterate spastic (“hera
aleijado de huma perna ¢ hum brago, ¢ que nem assinar¢e podia”).
This treacherous Italian had also spread rumours among his colleagues
in China that Affonso’s father, King D. Jodo IV, had died excom-
municated and had not been buried in consecrated ground.67

An Italian Jesuit missionary in Cambodia, added Vieira, had refused
to mention the name of the Portuguese king when offering mass, but
had employed that of the Spanish monarch instead. When a Portuguese
Jesuit had protested about this, he had been reprimanded and disci-

66 DRB, Anno 1661, pp. 277-81, 289-90, 298-99; DRB, Anno 1663, pp. 198-99.
Padre Gongalo Martins S. J., in his letter of the 4th of December 1662,
reminded Maetsuyker that they had met at Goa in 1644, when Maetsuyker
had negotiated the Truce with the Viceroy Count of Aveiras, and had slept
the night in the Jesuit College of Sio Paulo. Perhaps this was a gentle
reminder to Maetsuyker that he too had been involved in trading with the
Portuguese Jesuits of Goa, as can be seen from Maetsuyker's autograph
letter dated 19 December 1645 to Saloman Sweers, which is reproduced on
plate XLII of H. Brouwer, Atlas voor Nederlandsche Paleographie (Amster-
dam, 1944), p. 102. For the trade driven by the Jesuits to support their
Far Eastern missions and the criticism which this aroused, cf. H. Chappoulie,
Aux origines d’une église. Rome et les missions d’Indochine au XVII® siécle
(Paris, 1943), Vol. I, pp. 154-59; C. R. Boxer, Fidalgos in the Far East,
1550-1770 (The Hague, 1948), pp. 157-73; Idem, “Missionaries and Mer-
chants of Macao, 1557-1687” (Actas do I1I Coléquio Internacional de Estudos
Luso-Brasileiros, Lisboa, 1957, Vol. 11 (Lisboa, 1960), pp. 210-24).

67 Vieira to the Governors of Portuguese India, Macassar, 2 July 1662, in Goa
Archives, “Livros das Moncgdes do Reino”, Livro 28 A, fls. 250 ff., printed
in Appendix XI below. Martino Martini (1614-1661), was one of the most
celebrated China missionaries and author of the Atlas of China published by
Blaeu at Amsterdam in 1656, D. Affonso VI was notoriously incapable, both
mentally and physically, and was deposed by his younger brother, D. Pedro,
in 1667, so Martini’s snide remarks were not wholly unjustified.



FRANCISCO VIEIRA DE FIGUEIREDO 35

plined by the Italian, who was his Superior. A French Jesuit, Germain
Macret, passing through Macassar, had told Vieira that he ought to
be ashamed of himself for inciting the Muslim rulers of Indonesia to
make war on the Dutch, who were Christians even if they were heretics.
He should fight them himself if he wanted to, but not employ “Moors”
as his instruments. Vieira further complained that French, Italian and
other foreign Jesuits in the Far Eastern missions “ganged-up” on their
Portuguese colleagues by trying to exclude them from any positions of
power and influence, although these missions were in the sphere of the
Portuguese Crown patronage or Padroado.

In this same dispatch, Vieira likewise complained of the laxity,
corruption, and immorality of some of the secular clergy at Macassar,
most of whom were Eurasian. He was especially critical of the parish
priest (Padre Vigario), who, he wrote, had tried to curry favour with
the Dutch by telling them that Vieira was to blame for the Portuguese
staying on at Macassar. Vieira added that this unedifying priest was
a disgrace to his cloth: “for when the heretics see one like this, they
point him out to their very children and slaves, telling them that
although the Papist priests have not got wives, yet they use those of
other men, as they can see for themselves; and thus they come to believe
that all our priests are like this”.68 We know from other sources that
this priest had several natural children.69

In forwarding Vieira’s complaints to the Crown, the viceroy at Goa
commented that he could hardly believe the accusations made against
the foreign Jesuits, which, he wrote, must have been told to Vieira by
some malicious critic of the Society, but he promised, nevertheless, to
have these complaints investigated. The viceroy gave much more
credence to Vieira’s accusations against the Padre Vigario and the
secular clergy of Macassar, who, he observed, “were mostly born in
India and have little Portuguese blood in them. They behave in this
manner because they are born such a long way from the breath of the
Church of Rome (*....sdo homens da India e tem pouco de Portu-
gueses e obrio neste particular como quem naceo mais longe do bafo

68 For other criticism of the low standards of the secular clergy of Macassar
cf. Anténio Francisco Cardim, S. J., Batalhas, pp. 284-85; Fr. Sebastido de
Sdo José, O. P., Larantuca, 16 May 1647, apud H. Leitdo, Os Portugueses
em Solor ¢ Timor, p. 225.

89 Historical Archives, Goa, “Livros das Mongdes”, Vol. 31, fls. 9-17; Vol. 35,
fls. 125-150.
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da Igreja Romana”).70 In point of fact, Vieira’s allegations against
Padre Martino Martini were far from unfounded. It is quite clear from
the contemporary Dutch records that he was strongly anti-Portuguese.
He gave the government at Batavia every encouragement to send an
embassy to China, which was the last thing the City of Macao wanted.
He even urged the Calvinists recently established at the Cape of Good
Hope to strike northwards into the gold-bearing “empire” of Monomo-
tapa, which the Portuguese regarded as their tributary in the hinterland
of Zambesia.71

Vieira’s ambivalent relationship with the Dutch continued throughout
the years 1662—64. On the one hand, they bought considerable
quantities of sappan and sandalwood from him, and on the other hand
they burnt or seized his ships off Timor when they could intercept
them.”2 Maetsuyker and his council also found that the ubiquitous
Vieira now cropped up again in their difficult and delicate negotiations
with the Nawdb Mir Jumla, Viceroy in Bengal since June 1660. In
1661—63, Mir Jumla was engaged in a series of campaigns to conquer
Kuch-Bihar and Assam; but he found time to write to the Governor-
General at Batavia, asking him to send four bronze field-guns, and the
sum of 3,500 pagodas which he said Vieira owed him. Maetsuyker dis-
claimed responsibility for Vieira’s debts, but he replied (29 August 1663)
that Vieira was due at Batavia shortly, and that payment would then
no doubt be forthcoming. The hardships of the Assam campaign had
cost the Nawab his life before this assurance reached him, but this
demand was evidently a final echo of the capture of the Nazaré in
1652.73

Jan Barra’s periodic dispatches to Batavia during this period empha-
sized that the Macassars were continually strengthening their fortific-
ations, as if in preparation for a renewal of the war. In October 1662,

70 Viceroy to Crown, Goa, 4 January 1663, in Goa Archives, “Livro das
Mongdes”, 28 A, fl. 248, printed in Appendix XIIT below.

71 Coolhaas, Generale Missiven, 11, 1639-1655, pp. 606, 739, 757; E. C. Godée
Molsbergen (ed.), Reizen in Zuid-Afrika in de Hollandse tijd, III (The
Hague, 1922), p. 1-3, prints J. van Riebeeck’s letter of 4 May 1653 to the
Heeren XVII, with Martini’s suggestions; D. B. Bosman & H. B. Thom
(eds.), Dagregister gehouden by den oppercoopman J. A. van Riebeeck,
1651-1662 (3 vols., Cape Town, 1952-57), Vol. III, p. 294; G. McCall
Theal, Chronicles of the Cape Commanders, 1651-1691 (Cape Town, 1882),
p. 54.

72 DRB, Anno 1663, pp. 393, 406, 496, 505-08, 538-39.

3 DRB, Anno 1661, pp. 480-81, 525; DRB, Anno 1663, pp. 107-08, 166-69, 389,
410-11, 424, 503, 665. Maetsuyker’s letter to Mir Jumla, d. Batavia, 29 August
1663, is reproduced in Appendix XIV infra.
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he reported that they were holding frequent parades and practising the
use of muskets, “and they have made such great progress therein that
they think they already surpass the Hollanders”. Although many of the
Portuguese had left or were leaving, Vieira was still high in favour at
Court. The supposedly pro-Dutch Karaéng Sumanna’ wrote to Maet-
suyker on the same occasion: “any favour that the Governor-General
does to Senhor Francisco Vieira, I will take as a favour done to my-
self”.74 Sumanna’ added that he was sending a ship to Timor for sandal-
wood, manned with a Portuguese crew, “alsoo de Macassaren niet wel
bevaren sijn”. This is rather a surprising remark, when we recall that
the King of Tallo’ had dispatched a considerable fleet against Timor
in 1641, and that the Macassars were making regular voyages to the
coast of North Australia before 1654.75 Sumanna’s vessel was made
prize by the Dutch off Timor, and this formed another bone of con-
tention between Batavia and Macassar.

In March, 1663, Vieira wrote personally to Maetsuyker, assuring him
that he really did intend to leave as soon as he had wound up his
outstanding affairs — “it is enough that I have given Your Excellency
my word to leave here, as I have always made a maxim of scrupulously
fulfilling my promises”. In the same month, he was officially notified
in writing by the King and Sumanna’ that he must leave without fail
before the end of the year 1664. The wording of this notification made
it quite clear that the rulers of Macassar had issued this expulsion order
with the greatest reluctance, and solely in fulfillment of the terms of the
1660 Treaty with the Dutch: “Not that we have any fault to find with
him personally, but on the contrary we are greatly indebted to him for
his good behaviour and the many services he has rendered this kingdom,
for which we are duly grateful. And we likewise request that King
Affonso VI should thank him on our behalf. We take this step solely
in order to ensure the safety of our kingdom”.76

In forwarding a certified copy of this notification, Barra added that
Vieira had promised to leave for Goa in June or July 1664, provided

4 DRB, Anno 1663, pp. 229-32. Stapel, Bongaais Verdrag, p. 74, erroneously
ascribes Karaéng Sumanna’s letter to King Hasanuddin.

75 For the King of Tallo’s expedition to Timor in 1641, cf. Fr. Antonio da
Encarnagio, O. P., Breve Relagam das cousas que nestes annos proximos
fizerdo os Religiosos da Ordem dos Pregadores, e dos prodigios que succederdo
nas Christandades do Sul, que correm por sua conta na India Oriental
(Lisboa, 1665), pp. 19-23; H. Leitdo, Os Portugueses em Solor e Timor,
1515 a 1702, pp. 184-88. For the mention of regular Macassar voyages to
N. Australia in 1654 cf. Coolhaas, Generale Missiven, 11, 1639-1655, p. 680.

6 DRB, Anno 1663, pp. 393, 406, 438-40, 444-46.
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the government at Batavia gave him a pass for his ship, authorising
him to pick up sandalwood at Timor and Larantuca on the way. Barra
stated that if this request was refused, then Vieira would settle down at
Solor [? Larantuca] instead ; “which would not be a good thing, for even
if he does not return to Macassar, he can easily incite the rulers thereof
against the Company through his letters. When he does leave, there will
remain here only three or four householders and a bunch of the rabble
(“3 of 4 huysgesinnen en partye canaille overblijven”), who will also be
difficult to dislodge, as Karaéng Sumanna’ says he cannot and will not
banish them from his land”.77

Another point at issue was that the Dutch insisted not merely on the
expulsion of the resident Portuguese at Macassar, but that they should
not be allowed to return thither for a “monsoon-trade” (i.e. without
having an agency or base ashore) ; whereas both the Macassars and the
Portuguese were anxious to do this, particularly in order to maintain
the connection with Macao. After much cogitation, Maetsuyker and his
council decided in December 1663, that Vieira should be given passes
for his ships to fetch sandalwood from Timor and Larantuca, as also
for his new Macao-built ship in which he was supposed to leave for
Goa, either sailing directly or else via Batavia. The Macassars were
also to be officially informed that the Dutch in Europe had finally
made peace with Portugal (signed 1661, ratified 1662), but that “we
still insist on the execution of the twelfth article of the Treaty [of 1660],
stipulating for the expulsion of the Portuguese, without their ever being
re-admitted again”. At the same time, Jacob Cauw, who was being
sent with these and other instructions on a diplomatic mission to
Macassar, was told that he need not really insist on the expulsion of
the remaining Portuguese after Vieira had gone — presumably because
they were only a “lousy rabble” and not dangerous commercial com-
petitors of the Dutch.78

Here it may be noted that while the Governor-General and his council
at Batavia were doing their best to get Vieira out of Macassar, the
Viceroy at Goa was doing his best to keep him there. Vieira had obtained
leave from the Portuguese Crown to return to Europe in 1659, but
successive viceroys and governors had been reluctant to let him go,
although Vieira told the Dutch in 1663 that he had obtained viceregal
permission two years previously. If so, it was soon withdrawn; and the
Viceroy, Antonio de Mello de Castro, spoke for his predecessors and

77 DRB, Anno 1663, pp. 436-37.
78 DRB, Anno 1663, pp. 565, 693; DRB, Anno 1664, p. 240.
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successor as well as for himself when he wrote to the Crown in
January 1664: “The King of Macassar also keeps his old friendship for
this State, and he will continue to do so for as long as Francisco Vieira
de Figueiredo resides there, since this man has acquired great prestige
with that king. For this reason I have declined to allow him to use a
licence which he has from Your Majesty permitting him to return to
Portugal. It seems to me that Your Majesty should grant him some
reward, at the same time telling him to stay on in that place”. The
King adopted this suggestion, belatedly conferring (or confirming) the
coveted Order of Christ on Francisco Vieira, and enjoining him to
continue his services in South East Asia.79

In April 1663, Vieira paid his first visit to Timor. Although he had
traded in sandalwood and other Timorese products for many years, and
had visited Flores and Solor in the 1640’s, he had not been as far as
Timor itself — “something which I never did during all the many years
that I have been in these regions”, as he wrote in June 1664. He went
in an oared prahu at the end of the monsoon, but stayed for only eight
days, leaving for Macassar on the Ist of May, after calling briefly at
Lifao, where he had a narrow escape from being captured by Dutch
cruisers. The object of this flying visit was to soothe the wounded pride
of the Captain-Major in the Lesser Sunda Islands, Simio Luis, who
had been promised a knighthood in the Order of Christ but who had
not yet received it.80

At the end of 1663, Vieira paid another visit to Timor and this time
he stayed for several weeks. He was not molested by the Dutch, news
of the belated ratification of the Luso-Dutch peace treaty of 1661
having at last reached this remote island group. Simio Luis died at
Lifao a fortnight after Vieira reached Timor, and there was considerable
bickering over the choice of his successor. Vieira, who had, or claimed
to have, overriding authority by virtue of his title of Captain-General
over all the Portuguese establishments east of Malacca with the
exception of Macao, eventually secured the appointment of his own
candidate, the Eurasian Larantuqueiro, Antonio de Hornay, son of the
Dutch deserter, Jan de Hornay, by a native mother. Simao Luis had

7 P, Pissurlencar (ed.), Assentos do Conselho do Estado da India, IV, 1659-
1695 (Goa, 1956), p. 529, and documents printed in Appendix XV infra.
Cf. also H. Leitdo, Os Portugueses em Solor e Timor, 1515-1702, p. 194.

80 “Relagdo que d4 Francisco Vieira de Figueiredo das cousas proximas deste
Sul”, d. Macassar, 28 June 1664, published in Appendix XVI infra.
For his narrow escape from the Dutch on this flying visit, cf. DRB, Anno 1663,
p- 496.
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orignally been a protégé of Vieira, who had recommended him for a
knighthood in the Order of Christ; but Vieira in his report of the 28th
of June 1664, implies that he had become disillusioned with him before
his death. The Dutch alleged that Simao Luis, after suppressing a minor
local rebellion in Timor had hung one of the rebel chiefs at Lifao and
forced other datus of whose loyalty he was doubtful, to eat the flesh
and drink the blood of the culprit. This allegation may have been
exaggerated, but ritual cannibalism seems to have been not unknown
in Timor. Vieira did not mention this incident in his report of 1664;
but he did accuse Simdo Luis of failing to rectify some wrongs done
to the natives by unspecified Portuguese, and of openly protecting one
of his men who had seduced the wife of the “King” of Amanubao.8!

Vieira likewise claimed that his own opportune arrival in Timor had
not only prevented the intensification of inter-tribal warfare but the
renewal of hostilities with the Dutch. The Timorese were doubtful at
first whether the long war between the two rival European nations
was over; but Vieira alleged that he finally induced them to believe it
by showing them that the Hollanders were fetching sandalwood for
him as if they were his servants! This he did by banquetting and enter-
taining the captains of three Dutch ships at Kupang, telling them they
could load on board their ships the sandalwood which he had accumul-
ated at various places and take it to Batavia, where he would accept
whatever price the Governor-General chose to pay for it.82

In May 1664, Vieira returned to Macassar, where the visiting Dutch
Commissioner, Jacob Cauw, promptly complained to the rulers about
Vieira’s activities in Timor, stating that this island rightfully belonged
to the King of Tallo’ and not to the Crown of Portugal. So, at least,
Vieira alleged; but this particular allegation seems rather doubtful,
since the Dutch were no more desirous of the Macassars interfering in
Timor than they were of the Portuguese presence there. In any event,
renewed Dutch representations to the rulers of Macassar on the expulsion
of Vieira, induced them to notify him that he must leave forthwith.
Vieira retorted that he would gladly do so if they would compel his
local creditors to pay the debts which they owed him and which

81 “Relacdo” of 28 June 1664, in Appendix XVI infra. For the atrocities of
Simdo Luis cf. DRB, Anno 1664, pp. 271-72, and for his dealings with Vieira,
H. Leitio, Os Portugueses em Solor e Timor, 1515-1702, pp. 235-38.

82 “Relagdo” of 28 June 1664, in Appendix XVI infra. For the Dutch version
of their ships Nachtegael, Purmerlant, and Ilpendam transporting Vieira’s
sandalwood to Batavia cf. DRB, Anno 1664, pp. 220, 272-73.
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amounted (so he said) to over 70,000 pardaus.83 He reminded them
that he had their official written permission (chapa or ‘chop’) to stay
till the end of the year, and added that he intended to leave for Batavia
soon in order to make a personal appeal to the Governor-General, Joan
Maetsuyker, for a further extension.

Writing to Batavia at the end of July 1664, the Dutch resident at
Macassar, Abraham Verspreet, reported that Vieira had received a
richly laden yacht from Macao, but that he was “singing his old song”
(zyn oude deuntie) about postponing his final departure until he had
collected all his outstanding debts. Verspreet stated that King Hasa-
nuddin had told him that if Vieira went to Batavia to interview Maet-
suyker, but left his wife and family at Macassar, than the Governor-
General would do well to hold on to him. Verspreet repeated this
allegation in a later dispatch, claiming that Karaéng Sumanna’ had said
to him that once Vieira had reached Batavia, “the Governor-General
can do what he likes with him”.84 On the other hand, Vieira wrote a
personal letter to Maetsuyker on the 22nd of August 1664, alleging that
Verspreet had offered to let him stay unmolested at Macassar in return
for a substantial bribe, but that he was resolved to come to Batavia,
“even if I should gain nothing thereby but the honour of kissing Your
Excellency’s hands”.85

In the face of such conflicting evidence, it is difficult to decide who
(if anyone) was speaking the truth. But in spite of these mutual
intrigues and backbitings, Vieira and the Dutch continued their com-
mercial relations amicably enough, presumably because they both
profited from them. This is a fair deduction from the correspondence
of the English Factors at Macassar with their principals at Bantam.
This former reported on the 3/13th of May 1664: “There arrived this
monsoon a ship from Macao but brought so little of China commodities
[and] as we can ascertain to ourselves, little thereof besides. She belongs
to Francisco Vieira, who what with his own trade to India and strict
engagements to the Dutch, we are quite shut out from any share therein,
yet shall not our endeavours be wanting to strike in for a share”. Three

83 “Relagdo” of 28 June 1664, in Appendix XVI infra; DRB, Anno 1664, pp.
238-42. The threats of the King of Tallo’ to invade Timor are frequently
mentioned in the DRB, Anno 1664-1665, but they do not seem to have
materialised. The pardau was an Indo-Portuguese gold coin worth 6 tangas
or 360 reis. There was also a silver pardau worth 5 tangas or 300 reis, but
this coin was more often termed xerafim.

8¢ DRB, Anno 1664, pp. 344-47, 386.

85 DRB, Anno 1664, p. 382.
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weeks later, they reported that they were trying to obtain some sappan
wood from Bima, “where the King is tributary to this Emperor”. They
added: “what Francisco Vieira hath is not to be disposed of, he carrying
on such a great trade for Goa, besides so fast linked in friendship with
the Dutch, as what with the one and the other, none can be expected
from him”. In the event the English did obtain the sappan-wood which
they required from Vieira.86

In view of Vieira’s procrastination and tergiversation during the last
three years, the Dutch were probably rather surprised when he actually
did arrive at Batavia on the 20th of October 1664, in his richly laden
yacht Santo Antonio, and a ‘“‘saletty ofte Macassars snedig roey vaer-
tuyg”.87 He brought with him a (presumably sealed) letter from Ver-
spreet, in which the latter repeated his previous recommendation that
Vieira should be detained on some pretext at Batavia. Vieira also
brought a letter from the English Factors at Macassar to their Factory
at Bantam, from which the following extract is relevant here: ‘“This
at present serveth to accompany Captain Francisco Vieira, who, since
we have brought his sappan-wood, hath been so civil as to proffer of
carrying it to Bantam if possible. However, if [not], please to send a boat
or two to Batavia [when] he will readily deliver it, being 58 bahar at
2,709 sticks. Also, said Captain Vieira hath desired us to advise Your
Worship that his resolution are [sic] to return this ship by the end of the
monsoon, and therefore if [it] please [you] to lade either goods or what
else for this place, he shall be very ready and willing to carry them for
you, though it be for the lading of her, else she will return empty.
Freight for the wood nor aught you shall send hither, he will not
receive, the Honourable Company using the like with him upon occasion.
He is a person ever ready and willing to serve them and doth deserve
a civil respect; but we shall not enlarge upon his commendations, not

86 JOL, Java Records, V, Section 72 B, fl. 17, 3/13 May 1664; ibid, fl. 59
Macassar to Bantam, 27 May (o.s.) 1664. The Dutch, on the contrary,
reported that Vieira’s Macao ship was richly laden with spiauter, musk, and
silk. This seems more likely, as Vieira sent her back to Macao with a return
cargo worth fl. 300,000 in June (DRB, Anno 1664, pp. 220, 344).

87 Saletty, presumably from the Malay word selat = straits, but which was also
applied to the Celates or ‘sea-gypsies’, the Orang Laut or proto-Malay
coastal population of he Straits of Malacca. In the years 1630-40 the Celates
frequently gave intelligence of Portuguese shipping movements to the Dutch
blockading squadrons. Cf. M. A. P. Meilink-Roelofsz, 4sian Trade and Euro-
pean Influence 1500-1630, pp. 27-28, 39, 86, 139, and the denunciation of
them in Antonio Bocarro and Pedro Barreto de Resende, “Livro do Estado
da India Oriental” (Goa, 1635), in British Museum, Sloane MS 197,
fls. 385-86.



FRANCISCO VIEIRA DE FIGUEIREDO 43

doubting but you have formerly heard of his noble disposition”.88

Evidently influenced by Verspreet’s suggestions that Vieira should
be detained at Batavia, the Governor-General and Council decided to
inform him on the 31st of October that he must not leave without
Maetsuyker’s express permission. What happened next is related in two
successive dispatches from William Turner at Batavia to the English
Factory at Bantam, the first of which was dated the 24th of October/
3rd of November 1664.

“Sunday morning they saluted Francisco Vieira with an unwelcome
message, which was that he should not return for Macassar but must
remain [here], and only send to bring his wife and his estate and so
proceed to Europe. Hereupon he went to the Governor[-General], in-
treating they would not deal so with him, but all in vain, so that he
intends to protest against them. This so unhappily falling out, he cannot
be master of his own, so must be excused from delivering us any sandal-
wood as otherwise he had done; and we on the other side cannot
continue it safe to put any of the Company’s goods on board him, so
that the Nut with them and the sappan-wood etc., is now dispatched
towards you”.89

Vieira’s protests to the Governor-General and Council proving in-
effectual, he decided to abscond from Batavia in his selat, which he did
on the 23rd of November, as related in Turner’s dispatch to Bantam
two days later: “Since my last conference with Vieira, which was Satur-
day night late, he is privately gone upon his selletah and left his ship
and estate here, advising his friends by letters which were this day
brought on shore the cause of his departure vizt. the Governor and
Council’s unworthy dealing with him, and that they should see how
little he valued them, he left his ship and estate in their hands to do
their pleasure, he knowing one [way] or other to requite them to the full.
I made a journey proposely about the town to hear how the grandees
etc. resented it, and it is told me that part of the Council commended

88 JOL, Java Records, V, Section 72 C, fl. 9, Macassar to Bantam, 18/28
September 1664. At ibidem, fl. 8, is a letter from W. Turner at Batavia to
the Factory at Bantam, dated- 13/23 October 1664 which states inter alia:
“Visiting Senhor Francisco Vieira, he acquaints us that 50 or 60 bahar
sappanwood, which Mr Bale at Macassar had laden on his ship, he obliging
to bring it to Bantam in case he proceeded thither, but that failing in regard
his business here succeed [= ? exceeds] his expectation, ‘it is his request to
acquaint Your Worship herewith, that order may be taken for its conveyance
accordingly.” Cf. Appendix XVII infra.

8 JOL, Java Records, V, Section 72 C, fl. 18, W. Turner at Batavia to
Bantam, 24 October (O.S.), 1664; DRB, Anno 1664, pp. 457, 470.
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him, [the] other are vexed at it. The sole cause proceeded from the
Governor, who, they say, was ever his implacable enemy ;90 nay, it seems
their malice reached further, as he going so immediately on my arrival
as that I should have been an instrument. It hath occasioned my sudden
going away, else [I] should have attended your answer to have fulfilled
your commands, which perhaps upon this change you may have lain
upon me.”

In the letters he wrote to Maetsuyker and the Council justifying
his flight, Vieira adopted an attitude of injured innocence. He stressed
his straight dealing with the VOC and claimed that his detention was
a breach of the 1661 Luso-Portuguese Treaty. He averred that he could
not leave his wife and family unprotected at Macassar, but he had left
power of attorney with two friends and associates at Batavia, to settle
all business connected with his ship and cargo in agreement with the
Dutch authorities. In a personal letter to Maetsuyker, he denounced
Verspreet for indulging in contraband trade with Macao and elsewhere;
adding that the Resident had lied when he reported that the rulers of
Macassar had suggested that the Governor-General might well detain
Vieira at Batavia. Maetsuyker and his Council were sufficiently impress-
ed by these accusations to tell Verspreet he must clear himself of them;
but they also told him that if Vieira boasted about his loyal dealings
with the Company, then Verspreet should “stop his mouth” by using
the intercepted letter of 1651, in which Vieira had boasted to the
Viceroy of Goa that he had been primarily responsible for the Ceram
revolt and the massacre of so many Netherlanders of both sexes and
all ages.91

I do not know whether Verspreet cleared himself of Vieira’s alleg-
ations to the satisfaction of his superiors at Batavia, but the reactions
of Maetsuyker and his Council to Vieira’s abscondment seem to have
been relatively mild. The Santo Antonio was eventually released; and
the sum of 8,000 rixdollars which Vieira had deposited as security for

90 As Vieira himself previously complained in his letter to Maetsuyker dated
1 July 1661 (DRB, Anno 1661, pp. 277-78). Cf. p. 41 above. Turner to
Bantam, 15/25 November 1664 (IOL, Java Records, V, Section 72 C,
fl. 23-24).

91 “Soo0 Vieira meer swetst van syn diensten, aen de Compagnie gedaen, soo
sal de coopman, Verspreet, hem de mont snoeren met de brief, die hij anno
1651 aen de vicerey van Goa geschreven heeft.”” (DRB, Anno 1664, p. 501).
Cf. pp. 11-12 above. Vieira’s letters to Maetsuyker and Council explaining
the reasons for his flight from Batavia, d. 22 November 1664, in DRB,
Anno 1664, pp. 429-97. The personal letter to Maetsyker had been drafted
on the 3rd of November but was not sent until he had decided to leave.
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his departure from Macassar was duly refunded to his agents in
October 1666.92 The Dutch naturally renewed their representations to
the rulers of Macassar about the expulsion of Vieira, but this was
something on which they would have insisted in any event, being a
prime cause of the war of 1660. Even so, some months elapsed before
Vieira actually took his oft-postponed final departure from Macassar,
which was reported by the English agent there to Bantam in a dispatch
of the 13th/23rd of April 1665: “Senhor Vieira was commanded hence
with his wife and family the 28 Febr./8 March last, and is gone to
Larantuca on Solor. The Dutch compels this King to such punctuality
of the articles that no excuse could plead his longer stay”.93 William
Turner was hardly fair in accusing of the Dutch of being rigorously
harsh on this occasion, since they had, however reluctantly, given Vieira
several years’ grace since the signature of the 1660 Treaty.

Vieira’s long-deferred expulsion from Macassar came at a very
awkward time for him, as it coincided with the peak of a crisis in the
China trade, in which he was so deeply involved. The Manchu govern-
ment at Peking, feeling helpless by sea against the Ming partisan, Cheng
Ch’eng-kung (alias Coxinga), after he had conquered Formosa from the
Dutch in February 1662, determined on an unprecedentedly drastic
measure to prevent his receiving aid and comfort from the inhabitants
of the mainland coast. At the suggestion of Huang Wu, one of his
former generals who had deserted to them, the Manchu government
promulgated an edict in May 1662, ordering the coastal inhabitants
of Shantung, Kiangnan, Chekiang, Fukien and Kwangtung provinces to
remove inland to a distance of between 20 to 50 li from the shore.94
The object of this mass migration was to deprive Coxinga’s raiding
parties of any means of obtaining food supplies and military intelligence.
As might easily have been forseen, the social and economic results were
far more damaging to the people of the mainland littoral, where
numerous towns and villages were evacuated, than to the Ming partisans

92 DRB, Anno 1665, pp. 8, 69; DRB, Anno 1666, pp. 158, 260. The amount of
Vieira’s security is variously given as 8,000 rixdollars and as 8,000 rupees.
93 W. Turner at Macassar to Bantam, 13/23 April 1665 (IOL, Java Records,

V, Section 72 A, fls. 25-26) ; DRB, Anno 1665, pp. 59-60, 128.

94 According to H. A. Giles, A Glossary of Reference (Honkong, 1878), p. 78,
the Ii corresponds to about 1/3 of the English mile; 274/5 li being equivalent
to 10 miles. Huang Wu had originally suggested this measure in 1657, and
although successively relaxed from 1667 onwards, it was not entirely
abandoned until after the Manchu conquest of Formosa in 1683. Cf. Hsieh
Kuo Ching, “Removal of the Coastal Population in the early Tsing period”,
in Chinese Social and Political Science Review, Vol. XV (1932), pp. 559-96.
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in Amoy and Formosa who followed Coxinga’s son and successor after
his father’s death in June 1662.

The terms of the decree had originally granted Macao partial
exemption, on the grounds that the inhabitants were mostly foreigners
who had been settled there for several generations; but the simultaneous
prohibition of engaging in any form of overseas trade was likewise
extended to include the citizens, whether native or foreign born. This,
in effect, meant the end of the City of the Name of God in China, as
the Portuguese could not pay for the provisions and daily necessities
which they received from their Chinese neighbours without the resour-
ces which they derived from their seaborne trade with Goa, Indochina,
and Indonesia. By repeatedly bribing the regional Cantonese authorities,
the Senate of Macao contrived to evade strict compliance with the letter
of the edict, but a Chinese coastguard flotilla closely blockaded the port
for three and a half years. Only a few ships could be loaded or un-
loaded by night in the shelter of the neighbouring islets, whence their
cargoes were smuggled piecemeal into (or out of) the city. A pinnace
of Vieira, bound from Goa to Macassar, which was forced by adverse
weather into Macao roadstead in June 1663 was confiscated by the
Chinese, who also demanded the surrender of her cargo of Indian
textiles which had been smuggled ashore. Another of his ships which
tried to run the blockade was detained for a long time; but the ever-
resourceful Vieira still contrived to get a few ships in and out of the
place even before the blockade was officially relaxed in August 1667
— a date which roughly coincided with his own death.95

Vieira’s last two years were spent in trying to consolidate his authority
in Timor. As noted in the Batavia Dagh-Register of the 29th of Sep-
tember 1665, Vieira made his headquarters at Larantuca, where he
built himself a large wooden house.96 The Dagh-Register also informs

95 For references to Vieira’s trade with Macao at this period and the confiscation
of his ships and goods etc., cf. the contemporary diary of Padre Luis da
Gama, the Jesuit Visitor at Macao, published serially under the title of
“Uma resurreicio historica (Paginas inéditas d’'um visitador dos Jesuitas,
1665-1671)”, in J. F. Marques Pereira, Ta-Ssi-Yang-Kuo (4 vols., Lisboa,
1899-1901), especially Vol. I, pp. 115-16, 307-09; Vol. II, pp. 694-95, 748,
750-57. Cf. also J. S. Cummins (ed.), Travels and Controversies of Fr.
Domingo Navarrete, O.P., Vol. II, pp. 229-230, and the sources there
quoted, to which should be added the letter of the Senate of Macao to the
Viceroy of Goa, d. 10 February 1664 in Historical Archives Goa, “Livros
das Mongdes”, Livro 31, fls. 156-57.

96 “Francisco Vieira had syn residentie op Laurentoucke genomen en aldaer
een groot huys van plancken getimmert; seker jacht, hem toebehorende, stont
van daer vol sandelhout nae Macao te vertrecken” (DRB, Anno 1665,
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us, correctly enough, that the authority of his nominee, Antonio de
Hornay, for the post of Captain-Major in succession to Simdo Lulis,
was soon challenged by another Larantuqueiro, Mattheus da Costa,
who had likewise distinguished himself in repelling the Dutch attacks
on Timor. The details of the ensuing civil war, or, rather, internecine
tribal broils, are far from clear, since flatly contradictory accounts are
given by the protagonists on either side, as can be seen from the
documents published in Appendix XVIII—XIX infra. This dispute
inaugurated a long period of rivalry between the two families of the
Hornays and the Costas for the paramountcy over the “Topasses or
so-called Black Portuguese” (“Toepassen ofte sogenaamde swarte Portu-
gueesen”) in Timor, Solor, and the eastern tip of Flores island.97
Mattheus da Costa had won the first round by the time of Vieira’s
death in 1667, but the confused situation prevailing on Timor two years
previously is reflected in a letter from the English Factors at Macassar
to their principals at Bantam dated the 31st of May/10th of June 1665:

“Whilst we had set our resolution to sail the 28 inst., if Francisco
Vieira’s sandalwood arrived not, ....the 27th his vessel arrived with
only a 1,000 bahar, the wars at Timor being so hot that he could not
procure more; so he promiseth next year to furnish the Company with
what more they should desire out of the 1,000 bahar we made choice
of, but for which [we] have satisfied him in cloth, but our books being
put up must leave it out until the next year. Senhor Francisco Vieira
is intended for Europe, and in order thereto sends a ship for Goa which
is at present preparing in the road. He intends to send her first for
Bantam, there to desire Your Worships to supply [her] with a pilot,
being disfurnished of one that can undertake the charge, so hath writ
to us to make known his request to Your Worships”.98

It is difficult to say whether Vieira really intended to return to
Europe at this late stage of his career. He was obviously chagrined

p. 283). Fr. Antonio da Encarnagio, O.P., Breve Relagcam (1665), p. 59,
states that when Vieira reached Larantuca, the local chiefs gave him “o
sitio de Sio Lourengo por ser mais salutifero, e melhor”.

97 For succinct accounts of this struggle cf. C. R. Boxer, The Topasses of Timor
(Amsterdam, 1947); and Fidalgos in the Far East, 1550-1770 (1948), pp.
174-98; H. Leitdo, Os Portugueses em Solor e Timor, 1515-1702 (1948),
pp. 235-64. Cf. also the documents printed in Appendixes XVI-XIX below.

98 Macassar to Bantam, 31 May/10 June 1665 (Java Records, V, Section 72 A,
fls. 41-42). Another letter dated 5/15 July 1665 (Ibidem, fl. 86), states that
Vieira’s ship will leave within 20 days for Bantam via Japara, “...with
great hopes that Your Worships will grant him a pilot, else fear [he] shall
not proceed on his voyage”.
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by the subsequent defeat of his protégé and the victory of Mattheus da
Costa, which he considered to be largely due to the attitude of the
Dominican missionary friars, and this reverse may have decided him to
leave South-East Asia for good. On the other hand, he makes no
allusion to any such intention in his letter to the Crown written from
Larantuca on the 26th of May 1667, which seems to be the last
surviving document from his pen. In this missive, he complained that
although he had asked the Viceroy at Goa to send him a royal galleon
with 200 soldiers (for whom he offered to pay) in order to enforce the
hitherto largely nominal suzerainity of the Crown of Portugal over
Timor, the Viceroy had only sent him an old unseaworthy vessel with
30 soldiers, half of whom had died by the time that the ship reached
Larantuca after a year’s voyage. He also complained that although he
had asked for some experienced miners to be sent him, to examine the
metal-rich ores of the island which were believed to contain gold, silver,
and tambaca (an alloy of copper and zinc), none had arrived in the
Sdo Francisco. This omission, it may be added, was no fault of the
Viceroy of Goa, since there were no mining experts in the whole of
Portuguese Asia, or, for that matter in Portuguese Africa and America.99

Even if Vieira had decided to return to Europe in 1667, after his
eventful career in the East, he was not destined to do so. Within a
twelvemonth of inditing this letter of the 26th of May he was dead,
though I have not been able to ascertain the exact date of his death.
His widow, a Macaonese lady named Dona Catarina de Noronha,
remained at Larantuca for a couple of years in order to wind up her
late husband’s business affairs. Her return to Macao at the end of
June 1670, is recorded in one of the last entries in the diary of Padre
Luis da Gama S.]. “On the 29 June [1670] there anchored off the Ilha
dos Veados the ship Nossa Senhora de Rozario e Almas do Purgatorio:
there came in her the owner of the said ship, Dona Catarina de
Noronha, with her household and family. She was accompanied by the
Padre Antonio Francisco. The captain and pilot, Domingo Monteiro,

99 Vieira to the Crown, d. Larantuca, 26 May 1667, in Appendix XIX infra. For
the inability of the Viceroy to send a miner, see P. Pissurlencar (ed.),
Assentos do Conselho do Estado da India, IV, 1659-1695 (1956), p. 172;
and for the perennial lack of expert miners in the 17th century Portuguese
colonial empire cf. C. R. Boxer, Salvador de S4 and the struggle for Brasil
and Angola, 1602-1686 (London, 1952), pp. 13-14; E Axelson, Portuguese
in South-East Africa, 1600-1700 (Johannesburg, 1960), pp. 59-60, 62, 99,
111. Such few expert miners as there were in Portugal’s overseas territories
were invariably Spaniards or Germans.
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died during the voyage to Macao off the island of Pulo Laor, and the
ship was navigated from there on by Manuel Delgado, who was the
Master of the same, and who brought her safely home with the divine
aid. Finally, on the 30 June, at nine or ten o’clock in the morning,
the said ship anchored in the Manjericio, where the ship which had
come from Manila had been lying for a month”.100

CONCLUSION

Having outlined the adventurous career of Francisco Vieira de
Figueiredo in South-East Asia, it remains to say a few words about his
personal character and private life before briefly assessing his place in
the history of his time. It is unlikely that he ever had his portrait
painted, nor do I know of any pen-picture of him, so I can say nothing
about his physical appearance — but we know that he made a great
impression at Bantam when dressed the part as envoy from the Viceroy
of Goa (p. 6 above). He maintained his own chaplain at Macassar,
and he was obviously exceedingly devout, for Navarrete is not the only
Roman Catholic priest to pay a tribute to his piety.101 The con-
temporary chronicler of the Dominican mission in the Lesser Sunda
Islands tells us that when the friar who founded their church at
Macassar (¢. 1650) met with calculated obstruction from the refugee
Chapter of Malacca Cathedral, he overcame their opposition by per-
suading Francisco Vieira and his (first) wife, Dona Jacinta da Costa,
to become the padroeiros or patrons of the living — “for as the former
was a great favourite of the King, he easily weathered all the storms
which had blown up against the Padre and the Church”.102 Regarding
D. Jacinta da Costa, I do not know when Vieira married this lady,

100 Apud Ta-Ssi-Yang-Kuo, II, p. 756. Vieira’s death at Larantuca is mentioned
Ibidem, pp. 751-52, under the date of 14 August 1668, in t