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Among themore emphasised aspects of the Atlantic history are themobility of ideas and
goods but also the endless movement of peoples that linked the margins of the ocean and
gave theAtlantic basin an indisputable cohesion.Within the theoretical framework of the
subfield of Atlantic history, this study addresses the way the imperial perceptions shaped
the migratory patterns of the Portuguese Atlantic, notably the transoceanic behaviour of
themen who volunteered to defend its scattered territories. During a particularly difficult
period in the mid-seventeenth century, the hierarchical ambiguities of Portuguese empire
and its religiously charged military thought, in conjunction with the prevalent political
culture of service, promoted a constant back and forth across the ocean that revealed the
conceptual unity of the Portuguese Atlantic world. For these men, for a while, there were
no alluring centres and unappealing peripheries; the Atlantic was conceived of as a wide
circulation space essentially free from mental or emotional prejudices.

Keywords: negotiated empires, Portuguese-Dutch war, Portuguese war of Restora-
tion, martial imaginaries, imperial circulation.

Introduction

In the fall of 1637, in the bustling port of Lisbon, the youngManuel de Almeida Falcão
prepared himself to face theAtlantic for the first time. Likemany soldiers involved in the
war against the Dutch, he was leaving for Brazil, a Portuguese possession that was then
part of the powerful Hispanic monarchy. Iberia had become united in 1580, after the
demise of the Avis dynasty, with the Portuguese crown and all its domains being
inherited by the Spanish Habsburgs. The journey of Manuel de Almeida Falcão was
about to embark was far from trivial. According toMichael Zuckerman, the crossing of
the ocean was a disturbing event, provoking great anxiety among travellers beset by a
sense of emotional separation from their birthplace and from their families and friends.1

However, the young soldier did not seem to be particularly traumatised by the experi-
ence. Nor was he disturbed by the overthrow of the Habsburg kings in Portugal—in
1640 a dissatisfied part of the Portuguese aristocracy led a coup against Madrid and
established the Bragança dynasty in Portugal. He served six years in Rio de Janeiro,
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where he likely encountered leading members of the Correia de Sá family, as his parti-
cipation as a superior officer in a later military expedition led by Salvador Correia de Sá
e Benevides suggests. In the meantime, he had returned to Europe in 1643, only to
re-embark again the next year. After a skirmish with ships from Dunkirk near the
Azores Islands, he returned to Brazil, this time as amember of an expedition intended to
protect the always harassed American sugar fleets.

By 1646, he was back on the Iberian Peninsula and serving on the Alentejo
frontiers against the armies of the former Habsburg rulers. Although very brief, his
stay in Lisbon, in 1647, was probably long enough to reunite with the highly influ-
ential Correia de Sá, who had governed Rio de Janeiro during Manuel’s first sojourn
in that city (1637–42), and who was now drafting plans for another south Atlantic
expedition. Correia de Sá now had his eyes on Luanda, which the Dutch had seized in
1641. The plan of the leading minister of the first Bragança king, John IV, aimed to
restore the slave trade between that trading post and the demanding sugarcane fields
of Brazil;2 it was also a way to redeem Spanish silver through the commercial con-
nection that linked Rio de Janeiro to Buenos Aires. This must have looked like
another imperial opportunity. So, unsurprisingly, on 24 October 1647, Manuel de
Almeida Falcão, now sergeant-major, sailed from the Tagus River in the company of
Salvador Correia de Sá, whose political influence might have contributed toManuel’s
promotion.3 In 1650 he returned to the mother country and in the following years
served in ships guarding the Portuguese coast and the American fleets against North
African privateering. He officially retired in the aftermath of Alentejo summer
campaigns of 1657, but that did not stop him from being considered for the govern-
ment of São Vicente, in southern Brazil.4 In 1658, the marquis of Cascais, donatary
(landlord) of that captaincy, recommended him to be captain-major (capitão-mor),5

which is further proof that he was well-connected with leading aristocrats. The pro-
posal was accepted in the Overseas Council and favourably dispatched by the king,
but he never took office. He probably changed his mind but, now a knight of the
Order of Christ, he kept his eyes on the other side of the ocean. Some years later, in
1662, he applied for the post of captain in Rio de Janeiro, although unsuccessfully.6

There is something remarkable about this constant back and forth. In fewer than
fifteen years, from 1637 to 1650, Manuel de Almeida Falcão crossed the Atlantic at
least eight times, in many directions. Between 1645 and 1651 he was in Brazil, at least
once, in the mother country, in Angola for three years, and then back in Portugal.
This kind of migratory behaviour between the Atlantic shores was not unique to
Manuel de Almeida Falcão. He was representative of a group of men, soldiers, and
low-ranking officers, who actively participated not in one but in several mid-
seventeenth-century military campaigns around the Portuguese empire. They could
have chosen to stay in one conflict zone—in Brazil, Africa, Iberia, or India—but they
chose differently. Their constant back and forth and their reasons for such apparently
frenetic movement around the empire has never been a point of discussion for
historians interested in the circulation patterns of the Portuguese empire. In fact,
I should underline, the phenomenon has never been identified, maybe because this
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trait was characteristic of an understudied group. Thanks to authors like Stuart
Schwartz or more recently the collective efforts of the Optima Pars team, we know the
social background and the recruitment patterns of several groups that participated in the
Portuguese overseas experience. The empire was a space for economic opportunities for
merchants and skippers, but also one in which judges, bureaucrats, clergymen, and
governors found opportunities for professional progression if they were willing to
embark in transoceanic journeys.7 We know much less about military personnel, apart
from the fact that this was a heterogonous group. Recent studies have given us some
hints about social backgrounds and about the all-important mechanisms by which they
were selected,8 but these do not provide an explanation for a restlessness that started in
the mid-1620s and, as far as I know, was not replicated by any other group.

Furthermore, the itinerancy of Manuel de Almeida Falcão and his colleagues does
not quite fit the useful typology that Luiz Felipe de Alencastro established to classify
voluntarymigration in the earlymodern Portuguese world. According to the convincing
(although rather unexplored) theory of the Brazilian historian, the empire promoted the
emergence of what he called the “colonial man,”who, irrespective of his social status or
career choices, tended to depart themother country and never returned. But, at the same
time, the empire also produced what Alencastro called the “overseas man.” This was
someone that left the mother country to come back, “to enjoy in the Metropolis their
social [and economic] gains,” in Alencastro’s words.9 Both were familiar figures in all
Atlantic empires, and, in the end, Manuel de Almeida Falcão had to become one or the
other. Perhaps, after all those restless years, he got homesick and returned home to his
daughter, Sebastiana Maria de Almeida, whose future he tried to ensure with a royal
annuity (tença).10 Or, maybe, he simply spent his last days enjoying the tropics.

We do not know what happened to him in the end, but we know that he cannot be
described simply as a colonial or an overseas man, rendering these categories useless.
The remarkable mobility displayed by him and his comrades in such a short period of
time calls for historical scrutiny. What motivated this specific behaviour? What was
the reason behind the constant back and forth? In this study, I will argue that the
predisposition to circulate in such a way was a result of a combination of circum-
stances unique to the period from the early 1620s to the late 1660s, and especially
between the 1640s and 1660s. During this time two major wars broke out in the
Portuguese world, first in the South Atlantic against the Dutch, then in the North
Atlantic, in Iberia, against the Habsburgs. These were vital conflicts that acted as
magnets for military personnel looking for places to serve, especially if those places
were highly regarded by the crown. And none were more highly regarded than the
fight for empire against Dutch “heretics” in the South Atlantic, or the fight for
independence in Iberia. The prevalent political culture of negotiation and reciprocity
between crown and vassal was crucial, channelling men and resources for those
scenarios. Like any other group, these soldiers and low-ranking officers played within
the rules of a very effective incentive system. An imperial mentality that did not
perceive the overseas territories as only platforms for commercial exploitation was
also important: a top-down perception of empire would have discouraged military
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service in these territories. I also contend that such peregrination was for the most
part confined to the Atlantic and that it came to an end when peace was reached with
the Habsburgs and with the Dutch. To be sure, military personnel continued to move
around after the 1660s just like any other group. There was not a return to the
situation prior the 1620s and 1630s, when the small size of the Portuguese detach-
ments in the South Atlantic did not exactly promote circulation; they were far too
small to absorb many men.11 After the 1660s, men like Manuel de Almeida Falcão
would certainly be co-opted by the Portuguese imperial effort in America, Africa, or
Asia, but the constant back and forth across the Atlantic came to an end.

The study is conceived within the framework of Atlantic history, if not in the
elusive Braudelian sense,12 or within the far-flung conceptual framework of David
Armitage’s “circum-Atlantic history,”13 at least as an approach that addresses the
Atlantic as a unit of historical analysis and an organizing principle of historical
research. As an analytical tool, it is certainly perfect to address the way a given group,
as heterogeneous as it may have been,14 conceived a space that included not only the
Portuguese territories in the South Atlantic, namely Brazil, but also the mother
country. These contested territories constitute the geographical canvas of this study.

An underlying intention of this article is to help to consolidate the place of the
Portuguese Atlantic system in the research agenda of this subfield. Although the
Atlantic history paradigm is not a novelty among historians of the Portuguese
empire,15 their results seldom receive the international recognition they deserve.
It has probably something to do with the well-known failure to participate in the
broader historiography that Roquinaldo Ferreira underlined in his survey about
recent historiographical trends of the Portuguese empire.16 It is true that the Portu-
guese Atlantic has been recently included in several collective works, like the ones
edited by Jack Green and Philip Morgan, and by Bernard Bailyn and Patricia
Denault, both in 2009, and by Nicholas Canny and Philip Morgan, in 2011.17

However, the general assessments produced for these collections, like those of A. J. R.
Russell-Wood,18 as good as they are, should not be the only way forward in regard to
the internationalization of the Portuguese Atlantic, not least because, as Alison
Games has argued, this is a subfield that requires archival research to remain inter-
esting.19 So, in a certain way, I will try to follow the road previously paved by Luiz
Felipe de Alencastro, whose work turned the Ocean into the centre of the narrative.

Preconditions: Ambiguous geographic hierarchies in the Portuguese
Atlantic World

The Portuguese, during the early stages of their global expansion, developed an acute
conscience of empire that was essentially based on moral theology.20 Religion, in
general, and the pope, in particular, helped sustain Portugal’s initial overseas ambi-
tions. In fact, it was convincingly argued that the “Crown’s only source of legitimacy
for its overseas expansion was the papal authority,” since the Portuguese did not have
the military might of other European powers.21 This was the time when the Avis kings
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surrounded themselves with theologians and canonical jurists22 who controlled
an institution that played a crucial role in the matters of empire: the Mesa da
Consciência (Board of Conscience).23

Everything, from commerce to war, conveyed a theological charge until the 1578
expedition to Morocco, where the young Sebastian was killed in the battle of Ksar
el-Kebir (also known as the battle of the Three Kings). During the subsequent Iberian
unification, religion remained undoubtedly very important, however the Portuguese
imperial imagination seems to have lost its original structural component: moral
theology.24 According to Giuseppe Marcocci, this was partly the result of some insti-
tutional transformations brought by the Habsburgs, which included the transference of
the Mesa da Consciência to Madrid. Marcocci convincingly argued that this council
was no longer able to influence the Portuguese imperial thought and practices, at least in
the same way it did before;25 certainly the creation of other institutions where
the matters of empire were discussed, namely the Council of Portugal (Conselho de
Portugal)26 and the Council of the Indies (Conselho da India),27 did not help. In this
respect, it is worth mentioning that, under Habsburg rule, Lisbon also lost control of the
rewards system when the office where petitions for services rendered in the empire
were ultimately analysed moved to Madrid. To the dismay of some contemporary
observers,28 a crucial instrument of the Portuguese expansion had just change hands.

Despite a substantial shift in the fundamentals of the original medieval and early
sixteenth-century expansion, the empire remained critical to Portuguese identity.29

The introductory remarks of Luís Mendes de Vasconcelos, in his Do Sitio de Lisboa,
published in 1608,30 about the way Lisbon opened to the Atlantic Ocean clearly show
how the Portuguese understanding of the world had been changed by their overseas
experience. Although the word “empire” never took root in the Portuguese political
discourse, imperial motifs were a pervasive feature in the crown’s consecration
ceremonies, revealing how important the empire was to the self-representation
vehicles of the monarchy—so much so that Sebastian I even started to use the
imperial honorific Majestade (Majesty).31

During the Iberian Union (1580–1640) a strain of imperial rhetoric gained ground
in Portugal as a result of the intrinsic political tensions that appeared in the
Habsburgs multinational world. The Portuguese imperial conscience was successfully
integrated in Spain’s imperial ideology.32 However, the merger left plenty of room for
old rivalries to resurface and for new ones to emerge. At stake was the place of each
kingdom in the great political conglomerate of the Habsburgs, and, as Pedro Cardim
has shown, the Portuguese had no qualms about using the size of their global empire
to assert their political primacy. For example, the Memorial de la Preferencia, que
haze el Reyno the Portugal, y su Consejo, al de Aragon, y de las Sicilias… (1627) was
an attempt to position Portugal above Aragon. The author, Pedro Barbosa de Luna,
claimed that there was no comparison between the great military deeds and religious
achievements of the Portuguese and the ones performed by the Aragonese in the
Mediterranean. Others, like the well-known João Pinto Ribeiro, followed a different
road, famously complaining about the misappropriation of human resources in
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Iberia. According to this jurist, the Portuguese were getting the short end of the stick,
since their soldiers were being forced to fight for Castile in Europe, leaving the
widespread Portuguese imperial outposts very vulnerable.33

There is not much clarity about the role played by imperial ideologies in the
Portuguese political discourse in the aftermath of the 1640 secession. Some scholars
claim the political circumstances of the secession precluded any real attempt to
establish an integrated idea of empire. There were other pressing preoccupations. To
the great Brazilian historian Evaldo Cabral de Mello, those circumstances did not
leave much room for abstract theorizations of empire in a rebellious agenda, 34 which
was mainly focused on the privileges that the Habsburgs allegedly supressed.
The seditious aristocracy was too busy trying to justify its “heinous” actions to an
audience of suspicious European kings.35 In his book about the Castilian and
Portuguese relations in Asia, Rafael Valladares emphasised the indifference that the
Bragança showed to the fast receding Portuguese territories in that part of the
world.36 The economic decadence was painfully obvious (during the second half of
the seventeenth century the Estado da Índia ran frequent deficits) and the new dynasty
certainly did not make much of an effort to re-establish the former symbolic status
of those possessions. As the Spanish historian shows, even the once-vigorous
crown-backed historiography of the Portuguese military feats in Asia was put on
hold: between 1642 and 1667 the position of cronista geral (chronicler) and guarda-
mor (chief archivist) of the archives of Goa, previously occupied by leading historians
like Diogo do Couto (1542–1616) or António Bocarro (1594–1642), was left vacant.37

This administrative option highlights a lack of commitment to preserve the historical
memory of the old glories of the eastern empire—the peak of the Portuguese
expansion process.

To a certain extent, the conceptual developments of empire became, during this
period, an endeavour of the lesser clergy, fairly unimportant and frequently entwined
with messianic concerns. (Vieira’s Esperanças de Portugal, Quinto Império do Mundo
is probably the best example of this utopian literature).38 To other scholars, the
empire not only was a pressing topic in the agenda of the secessionist kingdom but
it was also a rhetorical asset, a legitimizing argument. During the 1640s and 1650s,
Portuguese diplomats were constantly trying to establish a connection between the
size of the empire and the new status of the house of Bragança.39

As in any other time, the abstract theorizations of empire published in the
aftermath of the 1640 secession, like the famous Tractatus de Donationibus Jurium et
Bonorum Regiae Coronae (1673), by which Domingos António Portugal tried to
justify Portuguese primacy in the Indian Ocean, entailed a top-down vision of empire.
Overseas territories did not have the same prestige as the mother countries because
they were generally considered to be beyond the limits of civilization.40 Europe and
the Europeans were frequently represented at the top of a symbolic hierarchy of
continents and peoples. As the frontispiece of Ortelius’ Theatrum Orbis Terrarum
(1570) shows, iconography was particularly effective in spreading this idea of
European supremacy, at least among more erudite groups. Ortelius famous piece
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projects a stereotyped vision of other continents, which are personified and
represented in a portal. In it America, almost nude, occupies the bottom of the portal
and is depicted in way that underscores the innate savagery of the continent and its
people, namely the presence of cannibalism.41

For a European powerhouse like the Habsburgs, with clear political ambitions
over the OldWorld, the American territories seemed far less important, even after the
Spanish branch lost the imperial title. However, as Pedro Cardim recently underlined,
the Portuguese case was far different. They had no continental ambitions in Europe,
making their overseas expansion much more than a fortuitous accident in distant
lands. From the start, going beyond Europe had been “the only alternative for
political elite determined to broaden their horizons.”42

I would go a bit further than Cardim’s assessment, arguing that, for a while, the
top-down vision of empire coexisted with a blurrier conception of the empire
as a diffuse aggregation of discrete territories. Beyond sophisticated literary efforts,
there was a much more balanced approach that did not entail an immediate symbolic
devaluation of rich captaincies, and these can be identified at the highest spheres of
Portuguese politics during the mid-seventeenth political crisis. For example, in 1673
the Overseas Council stated, regarding a request for ammunition from Pernambuco,
that “those Conquests are the arms of this mystical Body of Your Highness’s
Monarchy, and this [Brazil] should be preserved uniformly, being Your Highness
the Lord and Prince of this Kingdom as is of the same Conquests.” The reasoning
was later reinforced. The counsellors argued that “it was same as what Your
Highness ordered in past years in the continuation of the war with Castile; when a
Province had [a] need it relied upon another, for help as well as ammunition, without
differentiation… taking into consideration only the preservation [of the province].”43

The use of the term “Conquests” for the overseas territories entailed a hierarchical
connotation, suggesting that they were in a subordinate position.44 However, the
general tenor of the speech was much more balanced, almost suggesting the idea of
aeque principaliter, that is, an egalitarian union between those territories and the
mother country.45

The influential Duke of Cadaval (president of the Overseas Council) conveyed this
kind of understanding in 1672, during a special meeting. New financial solutions had
to be found for an empire in dire straits. And the plan of the influential courtier could
only be devised in accordance with an understanding of empire that was unwilling to
attribute a mere ancillary status to the overseas territories. Cadaval proposed to set
aside revenues collected in the customs house of the mother country—but largely
generated by the colonial trade—in order to secure the means for the defence of the
overseas territories, especially Brazil.46 There was definitely a concern that went
beyond the mother country’s well-being, which the highly influential António Vieira
had taken even further. In a sermon delivered in Bahia shortly after the arrival of the
first viceroy, the Marquis of Montalvão (thus, even before the Portuguese secession),
the Jesuit had already condemned what he considered an unacceptable drainage of
resources for the benefit of the mother country. He blatantly championed a solution
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that secured Brazil’s general interests: “Everything that Bahia yielded, should be for
Bahia, everything that [we] took from Brazil, [we] should spend for Brazil.”47 It was
as if Brazil was not a subordinate part of the Portuguese monarchy. Vieira’s almost
insolent words seem to reveal an arrangement by which instead of being a kingdom
with its dependent conquests, the mid-seventeenth century Portuguese monarchy was
more like a composite state, as Nuno Gonçalo Monteiro and Mafalda Soares
da Cunha have suggested.48 In that scenario the overseas territories were more
like autonomous polities. One of the main characteristics of this form of political
organization, the mutual compact and permanent negotiation between the crown and
local elites, was certainly a pervasive feature in the Portuguese world.49

At a time of great political and military distress, not even Lisbon’s pre-eminence
was completely assured. In fact, there were moments when the new dynasty, fearing
the might of its powerful neighbour, which wanted to reassert its sovereignty,
considered moving the court southwards, to Brazil. In one instance mentioned by
Vieira, John IV had outlined such a plan shortly before his death.50 Due to the
military imbalance in Iberia, the Braganças could not be completely sure about the
security of their foothold in Europe, at least until 1668. In a way, such a move was a
question of political survival.

Vieira even submitted a proposal for Brazil’s independence as a way to sustain a
war on two fronts. The plan entailed a matrimonial union with the house of Bourbon.
John IV would step down and hand over the realm to his first-born son, prince
Teodósio, previously married to the “Grande Demoiselle,” Duchess of Montpensier
and niece of Louis XIII of France. Afterwards, he would assume political control
of a new overseas kingdom, comprising not only the southern part of Portuguese
America, but also Maranhão and the Azores.51 To be sure, these political solutions
were rejected by men like Sebastião de Magalhães, Peter II’s confessor,52 who
dismissed the transference of the court as an absurdity, and the successful separation
from Spain eventually made the point moot. But the simple fact that they were
recommended is significant. Such ideas would not be possible if the stringent
top-down perception of empire had been shared by everybody.

This mid-seventeenth-century political undertone of intra-imperial equality
became an indelible feature of the institutional and cultural character of Portuguese
expansion, which was marked by a proliferation of powers,53 and which, I believe,
helped provide a rather favourable attitude towards the patterns of circulation
followed by men like Manuel de Almeida Falcão. In spite of its overwhelming spe-
cificities and the fact that some settlers envisioned returning to the mother country,54

Brazil was designed to reproduce the mother country’s society.55 Unlike the Puritans
in North America, there was no intention of establishing “a city on the hill.”56 In fact,
even the natural wonders of America could not avoid being compared to the mother
country’s geographical features. For example, the Jesuit Fernão Cardim recalled the
rivers Tagus and Mondego in his late-sixteenth-century account, when he described
the landscape of Guanabara Bay.57 In contrast to what had happened in the Spanish
Empire, Brazil shared with the mother country the same rules, ordinances, and
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regulations, although they were often enforced with some delay. For example, the
Regimento das Fronteiras (frontier regulations), which were an attempt to rationalize
Portuguese military procedures, was dispatched to the NewWorld only in 1653, eight
years after being enacted.

Brazil was certainly deprived of a university, whose establishment was demanded
by the municipal senate of Salvador da Bahia in 1663. However, as others have
underscored,58 the crown’s rejection at that time was probably due to the influence of
Coimbra, which sought to preserve its monopoly on higher education. It was not
a product of royal slight, and had nothing to do with the political status of the
American territory.

Brazil did not possess palatine councils (why should it have had institutions that
needed to be close to the king?), but it did have a high court of appeal (Tribunal
da Relação). After being suppressed in 1626, the Relação was re-established in Bahia
in 1652, in response to a petition from the city of Salvador. The tribunal topped
a network of judicial districts (comarcas), just as in the mother country. Below the
latter were the municipalities, which were the cornerstones of Portuguese coloniza-
tion from Macau to Maranhão, as Charles Boxer pointed out long ago.59

As spaces where local interests were actually represented, municipalities were
vested with the kind of authority that suggest the crown was more than willing to
spread the traditional privileges and dignities of the mother country throughout the
empire. The overseas territories were extended polities and not mere platforms of
economic exploitation, exclusively destined to produce surpluses for the greater good
of the metropolis. The crown awarded to some American cities, and their citizens,
the same constitutional rights given to other major cities in the mother country. For
example, in 1646, the senate of Salvador da Bahia received the same privileges that
had been extended to Oporto. At that time, someone in the mother country even
proposed additional prerogatives to the “City of Bahia … Metropolis and Head of
the great state of Brazil”: the king should alter his royal title to include a reference to
the New World, and the city should be awarded with a seat in the Cortes, or general
parliament.60

Such proposals were certainly compatible with the political leeway already
conceded to some Brazilian municipalities. For example, in 1644, the municipal senate
in Rio de Janeiro was vested with the power to elect its own governor if something
happened to the royal nominee, 61 once again suggesting the loose imperial attitude
towards hierarchies. The political agreements ratified by the senate of Salvador da Bahia
and the governor general, the count of Ericeira, in 1652, regarding the payment of more
than 2000 regular soldiers, points in the same direction. As in other municipalities, in the
Portuguese empire, the Bahia aldermen replaced the king’s officials in that instance, but
in exchange, they imposed a binding provision that forbade the mobilization of those
men, outside of Bahia.62 The royal government recognised the aldermen’s military
authority and shared with them custody over the colonial army.

This perception that the overseas territories were not necessarily less important
than European ones was understandingly strong among the settlers, and not only in
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the Portuguese Atlantic world. In his research about the ideologies of the British
Empire, Anthony Pagden stated that London’s imperial status was regularly per-
ceived through the unassuming lenses of patrocinium (protectorate) and not imper-
ium.63 And the English Civil War of the mid-seventeenth century would eventually
lend additional visibility to these “questions about the exact location of imperial
authority.”64 So it is hardly surprising that the rhetoric settlers used to justify the
several revolts that sprouted throughout the Portuguese empire mimicked the
separatist reasoning of the 1640s.65 If Portugal, or even England, could legitimately
exercise the right to revolt against the tyranny of their kings, why should they not do
the same? After all, they were subjects with the same rights as those who lived in the
mother country. Such an unbiased point of view would play a crucial role in the
peregrinations of the aforementioned Manuel de Almeida Falcão and his peers.
It provided a favourable mental framework for a bellicose time when military service
in the New World was almost as valued as was service in Europe.

Service and Expanding Empire

As was true of many other European countries, Portugal had a political culture
anchored in negotiation. The relationship between sovereign and subjects, in
particular, was guided principally by what is conventionally called the economy of
the gift. Several historians, following in Marcel Mauss’s footsteps,66 have underlined
the crucial role of reciprocal obligations in ancien régime societies. António
Hespanha, in particular, has unearthed clear evidence about this cycle that made the
service rendered to the crown and the expected royal reward crucial elements to
the formation of the early-modern states.67 The concept, now generally and more
adequately called economia de mercê (economy of reward),68 meant that those who
served the crown had a legitimate expectation that needed to be redeemed by the king
under the penalty of failing in what was one of his main functions, namely, doing
justice, in this case, distributive justice. It should be remembered that the king was not
thought of as an agent of social or political change, at least in his vassals’ eyes. Quite
the contrary, in fact. As the supreme judge, he had to be especially mindful of a
principle that would become a cornerstone of the intentionally unequal early-modern
societies, and of which he was constantly reminded: “give each one what is his.”
Therefore, the king needed to be fair—mindful of everybody’s place and merits—not
only when distributing rewards, but also when distributing punishment, when it was
justified. Otherwise, as was underlined by the jurist António de Sousa Macedo, he
might even lose his kingdom.

António Vieira even considered that that kind of injustice (failing “to give each
one what is his”) was the root of the all Iberian military setbacks in their war against
the Dutch in America. The skilful Jesuit resorted to an allegory and stated, “It is
therefore the disease of Brazil … the lack of appropriate justice; both the punitive
justice, which punishes the wicked, and the distributive justice, which rewards the
good.”69
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According to Christian dogma and classical influences, namely Aristotle’s
writings, there were also considerations of liberality that made the fulfilment of the
vassals’ expectations almost compulsory. Liberality was normally seen as a royal
virtue, that when conventionally displayed would allow them to come closer to
God.70 Cupidity would alternatively lead to the destruction of royal power. Liberality
was the way to secure the subjects’ collaboration in any endeavour. According to the
Jesuit António Moreira Camelo, liberality was “very powerful to seize wills and to
captivate moods.”71 Often the need to reward services performed on behalf of the
monarchy superseded normal concerns in societies obsessed with status, birth, and
honour. Traditional preoccupations with purity of blood and with manual occupa-
tions were sacrificed to a greater purpose.

As Fernanda Olival noted, “serving the crown, with the purpose of asking for
rewards, became a way of life for different sectors of the Portuguese social space.
It was a strategy of material survival.”72 Those who served the crown were not moved
by patriotism or even by love for their king. They did it because they wanted to be
rewarded with one of the several grants the king had at his disposal. Regarding the
types of service that were most likely to be rewarded, there were no major restrictions
until 1706 (when more comprehensive ground rules were adopted). Several groups
took advantage of this reward system without setting foot on the battlefield. How-
ever, some of the royal favours, like the habits of the military orders and com-
manderies, were especially geared to reward military achievements, along with
diplomatic missions and high civil positions. Additionally, the reward system always
kept pace with Portuguese expansion. Originally built around the well-known
Christian reconquista, the Portuguese military thought was carried to North Africa,
where the fight against the Moors gained momentum during the reign of Afonso V
(1448–81). Insignias of the three military orders (Christ, Avis, and Santiago) had been
established with the purpose of fighting the infidel and to expel them from Iberian
territory. In this sense, they truly circumscribed Christianity’s geographical
frontiers.73

The struggles against the Moors in North Africa remained pivotal in Portuguese
military thought, as was clearly revealed by Francisco Manuel de Melo. While
writing about the recruitment of noblemen to serve in the Iberian coastal galleys
against Muslim privateers, the well-known author stated that “Africa,” namely
Ceuta, Tangier and Mazagan (present-day El Jadida), was a “superb school of the
Portuguese prowess.”74 However, from the mid-16th century onwards, those insignias
were no longer exclusively attached to the war effort in North Africa. For the first
time, services performed in India and in the galleys of the Algarve coast could be
equally rewarded. Ironically, these new guidelines were significantly sponsored by the
young king Sebastian, who was later condemned for his disastrous insistence on the
fruitless campaigns in North Africa, where he would die in the battle of the
Three Kings.

In 1607, Philip III did the same for services rendered in Angola, where the Por-
tuguese had faced stiff resistance since 1579. According to a royal decree, military
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achievements in Angola should be rewarded in the same way as those performed in
North Africa, in the warships off the Portuguese coast and in India.75 America
was apparently left out of this wide-ranging policy, which nevertheless shows the
Portuguese commitment to their overseas territories. In a way, it was also a matter of
reputation attached to America as a battlefield, something that was going to change
in the coming decades.

Political priorities and military reputation: shaping new patterns of
circulation

It was the Dutch attack that redefined Brazil’s place in the hierarchy of priorities of
the Portuguese crown, which, in the meantime, had been inherited by the Spanish
Habsburgs. As the ongoing war in Flanders clearly showed, the Dutch were a mighty
adversary, perfectly capable of dislodging the Iberians from that part of America.
Thus, it is not surprising that the status of the American territory gained a new
appreciation after the Dutch invasion. In a certain way, Brazil almost became
sacralised as a battleground against what was perceived the Dutch Protestant heresy,
which enhanced that theatre of action’s capacity to attract volunteers.

The social circumstances that surrounded the 1625 Bahian expedition, subsequently
known as the “journey of the vassals,” revealed how far the war in Brazil had progressed
in the imperial outlook of the Iberian powers. “The last great enterprise in the Iberian
world in which the traditional feudal obligations andmilitary values of the nobility were
effectively mobilised by the crown,” in the words of Stuart Schwartz,76 became a
political hallmark, a symbol of an elusive collaboration between Portuguese, Castilians
and Neapolitans that immediately prompted Olivares’ plans for the unsuccessful Union
of Arms. Filipe III kept his promises, yielding several royal grants, especially to the
Portuguese high nobility that took part in the journey of the vassals.

The sheer size of the expedition—56 ships, 1,185 guns, and 12,463 troops—proved
Madrid’s commitment to the defence of Brazil. But the deployment of what was to
that time the largest naval force ever to cross the Atlantic also testifies to the drastic
change in the status of the New World as a battleground and a space in which to
enhance one’s reputation. Despite all the military failures in Pernambuco during
1630s, that status, apparently, did not decay in the following years. Since the com-
mendable nature of the battlefield was essentially related to the Dutch, its political
status, highly favourable for military services, would be preserved as long as the
“heretic”Dutch remained there. In 1640, António Vieira wrote about the significance
of the war in America: “No services Your Majesty pays with more liberal hand than
those of Brazil.”77 The problem that he had identified was related to the “dispatch,”
to the inner workings of the bureaucratic expedient. According to Vieira, “the valiant
get the wounds and the fortunate the prizes.” The Jesuit was returning to the theme of
justice so often resorted to by Portuguese secessionists.

Previously seen as a less than dignifying field of battle, the New World became a
place for extraordinary military deeds that the king could not ignore. Francisco de
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Brito Freire even contended that the New World engagements were more significant
than the celebrated combats in Flanders.78 In this respect, the type of war was of little
consequence, despite the undeniable preference for OldWorld military orthodoxy. In
Brazil, but also in Angola, there was little room for orchestrated battle movements
(developed since the sixteenth century), which, according to several sources,79 were
largely unknown to the majority of the Portuguese anyway.

The war in America was carried out not only by Iberians (Portuguese and, until
Portugal’s secession from the union, Castilians) and Neapolitans, all professional
soldiers, but also by Indians and black Africans. In 1648, 650 of the 3,550-strong
Pernambucan army were Blacks and Indians—the famous units of Henrique Dias and
Camarão.80 The Portuguese army that recovered Maranhão from the Dutch in 1644
comprised mostly of Indians: 3,000 out of 3,500 men.81 When Salvador Correia de Sá
retook Luanda in 1648, he had around 2,000 men, “people and infantry personnel
trained in the frontiers in the wars of Portugal and in the campaigns of Pernambuco.”82

But he also counted on the help of black soldiers spared by local African chieftains.83

This meant that the Indians and the Blacks were also able to procure satisfaction for
their martial bravery in what Charles Boxer considered ought to be called the First
World War.84 Born to slaves in Pernambuco, the famous Henrique Dias, who helped
the Portuguese against the Dutch, is a good example. Although the Habsburgs
dismissed his first request—theMesa da Consciência (which usually made the necessary
background checks) considered his demand contemptible85—he later was successful
with the Bragança. He was also successful in his attempt to obtain a royal sanction for
the proclamations that had conceded freedom to slaves previously incorporated in the
Portuguese forces. (the slave-owners were unwilling to do so.)86

The attitude of the Portuguese towards the Dutch was clearly marked by con-
flicting sentiments. On the one hand, they displayed a visceral religious hatred, which
lead them to say that the “Dutch … are only good to be burned as inveterate
heretics.”87 Yet, on the other hand, they could not disguise an admiration for their
enemies’ achievements and military skill. For example, it was with unconcealed
compliments that Francisco Manuel de Melo described the fortification of Recife.
To him, “everything [was] regular, perfect and great.”88 The same author also praised
the abilities of soldiers besieged in Recife in 1654. Sometimes their admiration went even
further, entering into the realm of aesthetic valorisation of their enemies. According to
Charles Boxer, the Portuguese, who were certainly malnourished, commented with
jealousy on the masculine bodies of Germans, French, British, and Scandinavian
employed by the Dutch West India Company that tumbled onto the tropical battle-
fields. This certainly happened in an account written by one of the Portuguese defenders
of siege of Bahia in 1638, which Boxer reproduced: “We counted their dead when we
transport them—327 of the most perfect men that one can ever have seen; they seemed
giants and definitely were the flower of the Dutch Army.”89

The fight against the Dutch was perceived as an extraordinary endeavour, so much
so that the Portuguese used it as a tool for their international rehabilitation after the
controversial deposition of Philip III, particularly with the papacy. To Francisco
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Manuel de Melo, while others were losing ground to the “heretics” in Europe, they
were recovering lost lands in the NewWorld. The transcription below shows that the
war with the ‘heretics’was not simply an OldWorld issue; instead it was conceived of
from an imperial perspective, according to which the American religious restoration
was as valued as the European setbacks: “What pleases Portugal … is that Rome
knows that, at the same time, a more favoured Catholic Prince, is handing over
Provinces and Temples to the enemies of the Church; [while] the Vassals of the
Portuguese King (although less favoured by the Supreme Pontiff) are freeing other
Provinces and clearing other Temples from the heretical yoke and corruption,
offering them to the obedience of the Apostolic See.”90

The improving reputation of the South Atlantic battlefields and the financial and
symbolic resources that were consequentially poured into them explains the suc-
cessful mobilization of men, but does not explain their constant back and forth.
It would be the Portuguese secession from the Habsburg Monarchy that added a
reason to return to Portugal without the fear of being unemployed. The new and
fragile Bragança dynasty, which inherited an empire globally harassed, also found
itself threatened in the Iberian frontiers by the troops of the deposed king. The
struggle against the Dutch in Brazil and Africa, temporarily suspended, was officially
resumed in 1645 and maintained its prominent place in a changing imperial imagi-
nation, which focussed increasingly on the Atlantic, as several publications about the
Dutch war show.91 At the same time, Lisbon had become increasingly dependent on
Atlantic trade since the Estado da Índia, the Asian thalassocracy, was clearly falling
behind under pressure from the Dutch and English.92 However, in the OldWorld, the
war was no longer viewed as a distant event that had taken place in rather remote
although prestigious places like Flanders, to where Madrid had diverted men
who presumably were needed in the Portuguese empire, at least according to the
aforementioned claim of João Pinto Ribeiro.93 Now, to the dismay of the Portuguese
government, the enemy was literally at the gates. And since the risk had a direct
relation to the reward, the Portuguese frontier also became a space to enhance
military reputations and to pursue social advancement.

As with the Dutch, a prestigious symbolism attached to the war with Spain. This is
particularly evident in an insightful letter that the Governor General Francisco Barreto
deMeneses sent to Pedro deMelo in 1662, regarding his nomination to the captaincy of
Rio de Janeiro. Note that he was writing in a rather different context: while the Dutch
had already been beaten, the Castilians were still exerting pressure on the Iberian
frontier. According to the governor general, the NewWorld was now incompatible with
the social condition and military honour of Pedro de Melo. As we can see below, it was
almost offensive to waste a good sword in a place where it was no longer needed:

I cannot help but feel your frustration; for in times when [you] should be continued in
the Wars of the Realm, occupation of Fame, I saw you being buried in Brazil,
scandal of His Majesty’s service. I am not inclined to murmur, but I will tell the truth
to your Lordship, it is much to complain about the practice from those who banish
your Lordship from [the realm], when [they] needed more your sword, your zeal, and
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your experience. Allow me the modesty of your Lordship to speak this way: what a
shame, how different it is to beat Castilians than to have to deal with Mazombos
[colonials].94

By then the Iberian frontier, where the war would last until 1668, was the primary stage
on which to perform the kind of military achievements that the Braganças could not
ignore, especially because it was there that the Portuguese independence was directly
threatened. In turn, Brazil, without the Dutch, defeated in 1654, was devalued as a
battlefield (although the peace treaty was only ratified in 1669). For many men, and
certainly for royal officials, it had become a distant space of tedious daily squabbles with
few chances to show the kind of bravery that the king would feel compelled to reward.
(Other opportunities would arise during the subsequent colonization process of Brazil.)
Furthermore, the use of the termMazombos for white Brazilians, which by then already
had acquire derogatory connotations,95 suggests that something else was changing in the
way the European-born saw the American-born in the Portuguese Empire.

Everything was very different when there were Dutch to fight in the New World
and in Africa, and Spaniards to fight in Europe, to whom we can also add the
traditional fight against theMoors in North African waters. Those who served during
the 1640s and 1650s benefited from unique circumstances in the early modern history
of Portugal. They had favourable scenarios on both sides of the Atlantic. The
perceptions about the military might of the enemies faced on both sides of the
Atlantic and the imperial mindset that preserved overseas territories from immediate
explicit colonial demotion led to an unbiased reward policy that valued military deeds
performed in Europe as well as in the tropics. After all, they were both at risk.

To some degree, themonarchy’s Atlantic territories competed formilitarymanpower.
They competed for the military service of their subjects, regardless of their place of birth.
And, although the war in Europe had always required more manpower, the Overseas
Council certainly did its part to keep the American at strength. In 1647, during the
preparation of an expeditionary force that Vila Pouca de Aguiar commanded to Brazil
(of which he had been appointed governor general), the tribunal made a striking call to
arms. John IV was advised to promise the same kinds of awards that had been guar-
anteed to the men that embarked in the 1625 journey of the vassals, which had retrieved
Bahia for Madrid.96 Such was the imperial imagination that some ministers would
channel men to Brazil even when the mother country was under threat of being invaded.

Admittedly dependent on overseas revenues, the crown did not make straightfor-
ward distinctions in military matters, so long as there was still the fear of losing Brazil
to the Dutch or the mother country to the Spaniards. And that is why some men
(though by no means all) circulated in an almost compulsive manner, as we can see
below in the visual representations of the trajectories of JoãoMachado de Freitas and
Baltazar Vieira da Veiga, both contemporaries of Manuel de Almeida Falcão.
Probably less prone to adopt a biased understanding of the Portuguese territories to
begin with (when compared with top political agents who never left Europe), they
must have sensed that the Portuguese fragile state, threatened by more powerful
enemies, would fulfil their expectations wherever they chose to serve.
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Atlantic Experience of Baltazar Vieira da Veiga, 1640-1663

Atlantic Experience of João Machado de Freitas, 1637-1664
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Crisscrossing the Ocean

The perception of João Machado de Freitas and Baltazar Vieira da Veiga, among
others, becomes even clearer in the accounts they submitted to the crown to request
promotions. Whether accurate or overblown, their accounts combined laudatory
references to their participation in the Iberian battles and also in the main
South Atlantic military campaigns. They did not establish any kind of symbolic
hierarchy between the battle of Montijo (1644) and the re-conquest of Luanda (1648)
or between the battle of Aronches (1653) and the victory in Recife (1654).

The Atlantic was conceived of as a wide space essentially free from mental or
emotional prejudices with respect to different theatres of war. The highly-praised
services in Alentejo, the main theatre of operations in the Portuguese war of seces-
sion, were a constant element in the accounts that the Overseas Council analysed, but
the same happened to the services performed elsewhere in the empire. They even
included military achievements that preceded the deposition of the Habsburgs,
because these were also valued by the new dynasty. Participations in the journey of
the vassals (1625), or in the successful defence of Salvador (1638), or in the naval
expedition of the Count of Torre (1638) and Luís Barbalho Bezerra’s subsequent 400-
league march through enemy territory were seen as assets that increased the bar-
gaining power of these soldiers. Therefore, they were naturally added to the accounts
that already alluded to services performed in later stages of the war, as was the case
with the battles of Guararapes (1648) or with several skirmishes that pushed back the
Dutch into the fortified walls of Recife.

As would be expected, patronage ties and networking appeared to play a major
role in the circulation of men like Manuel de Almeida Falcão. In fact, the records
show that several of them embarked in expeditions led by some of the most important
political leaders of the period, whose recommendations largely shaped the
imperial policies of the first Braganças. This was true in the case of the famous
Salvador Correia de Sá, who planned and executed the re-conquest of Angola,
but it was also the case with the group of the Count of Penaguião, significantly
called the “warmongers,”97 and which included António Teles da Silva (governor
general of Brazil from 1642 to 1647) and António Pais Viegas (John IV’s private
secretary).98

Rather flexible administrative regulations, whose inner workings were kept in
place until 1670s, made it easier for the governors who could appoint their men at
least to certain positions, sometimes even before they set sail. In this regard, there are
several allusions to governors who commissioned their protégés almost as soon they
dropped anchor in American waters. That was certainly the case of Domingos
Delgado, who sailed with count Vila Pouca de Aguiar to Bahia, in 1647, to the
dismay of those who already served in that territory and who had seniority over
Aguiar’s man. 99

References to Asian territories are surprisingly absent from these accounts. In this
group, during the period covered by this study, there were not many really global
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trajectories like that of Sebastião Ferreira de Brito who embarked to India and
Mombasa in the late 1620s, as a Habsburg subject. He returned to Europe in 1635
only to sail for Cacheu, in Guinea-Bissau, where his father had been appointed
governor. The journey ended in shipwreck, whereupon he embarked once again,
this time as part of the 1638 naval expedition to Brazil, where he would spend the next
few years.100 In my ongoing survey on the military officers of early modern Brazil,
I have found only six men that served both in the Atlantic and in India between 1640
and 1680. Four of them applied for a post in Bahia and two in Rio de Janeiro
(Sebastião Ferreira de Brito being one of them).101 The prosopography based
on application procedures (concursos) and other military papers submitted to the
crown to apply for promotions suggest that there were two different areas of imperial
circulation.102 One, Atlantic based, included the mother country, America, and
Africa; the other, was centred in the Indian Ocean. Apparently, those who left to
serve in India tended to remain in the fast-receding Portuguese outposts in Asia, or, at
most, would return to the mother country. An application procedure for a new
regiment in the army of Alentejo, in 1645, reveals the levels of unparalleled
cohesiveness and integration in the Portuguese Atlantic world—probably not unlike
what Bernard Bailyn has detected in the northern Atlantic.103 Seventeen of the forty-
two men proposed as captains of infantry of that regiment had previously served in
Brazil against the Protestants as soldiers or low-ranking officers; none had spent time
in Asia.104

The constant back and forth even provoked bureaucratic problems to the new
Bragança dynasty. According to the administrative inner workings of the Portuguese
political system, the services rendered were submitted to the king through different
institutional channels that had their own zealously shielded territorial jurisdictions:
while the services performed in the mother country needed to be forwarded to the
Secretaria das Mercês (secretary of rewards), where they were later evaluated, the
services performed overseas were submitted to the Overseas Council. However, at the
beginning of 1660s several men had served on both sides of the Atlantic, which added
a new point of disagreement to an already contentious system. After all, which
institution should examine the merits of the papers sent by soldiers who had served in
Portugal as well as abroad?

The crown apparently tried to redistribute those assignments on the basis
of the amount of time served in each territory. That effort became very clear in a
1662 meeting of the Overseas Council. The ministers stated that “the petitioners
should make their requests together and the services and actions that they had;
and when the ones of the Realm were more than the ones of the Conquests they
should be dispatched by the Secretary of Rewards, [and] when the ones of the
Conquests were more than the ones of the Realm [the dispatch] belongs to this
Council.”105 This was also evidence that men with such a track record were a com-
mon sight in the Portuguese court, and that they were probably trying to use the
institutional complexities of the political system to their advantage. Yet, this was not
to last.
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Changing Perceptions

The peace treaties with Spain in 1668, and with the United Provinces in 1669, put a
formal end to this particular pattern of transatlantic movement. Portugal turned its
back on Europe, which assured it several decades of permanent peace, broken only in
1704, at the beginning of the War of Spanish Succession. War certainly continued in
the empire, notably in Angola and northeastern Brazil, but, for the most part,
Portuguese rule was never thought to be in real danger, which affected the amount of
resources allocated. Brazil lost its status as a battleground, and, apparently, not even
the Guerra dos Bárbaros—the Barbarians’ War, a lengthy conflict (1683–1713)
against several Amerindian tribes—could reclaim the lost symbolism.106

Moreover, the kind of warfare that took place in Brazil against the so-called
Tapuias, for example, demanded men accustomed to ambuscades and guerrilla
tactics, which were also used against the Dutch in Brazil but largely unknown to
Europeans. It is noteworthy that the indigenous revolts that lingered in Bahia and
Rio Grande between the 1650s and 1690s were suppressed by the colonists of São
Paulo, who had feeble ties, at best, to the mother country, and by their Indian
allies.107 On the other hand, in the mother country, the beginning of the eighteenth
century witnessed a growing affection for Europeanmilitary orthodoxy, at least as far
as the competitions for vacant positions were concerned. Men with less experience on
European battlefields were less likely to be promoted. They were being snubbed for
others with that kind of experience, even when the latter ones had seen less military
action.108 Ultimately, this biased approach would have even discouraged military
personnel from embarking on an imperial career.

In the meantime, there were undisputable signs of political centralization,
suggesting that the empire was gradually but undeniably being conceived of as a rigid
top-down structure. Lisbon intruded more in the administration of its south Atlantic
territories, seeking to curtail some of the more sensitive powers that the institutions of
local representation had been assuming. For example, the intent to remove the
American municipalities’ influence over the army suggests that the crown had stop-
ped recognising the polycentric nature of the empire—the sense of near parity among
territories—which had provided a rather favourable background for an unprejudiced
migratory behaviour.

An assessment of the overseas ministers regarding the fiscal difficulties in Bahia,
submitted to Peter II in 1676, encapsulates this changing perception. They said that
such influence, solemnly conceded to the municipality in return for the aldermen’s
involvement in tax collecting, had to be supressed. 109 According to the ministers, the
aldermen should only be able to control the municipal taxes, in order to avoid what
the council considered suspicious affinities between the troops and the local elites. To
some extent, they were questioning the way a crucial feature of sovereignty was being
shared. And this desired administrative submission entailed a change in the way the
empire was perceived and in the way the crown rewarded their subjects. Significantly,
a new regulation put in place in 1671 understandingly emphasized political and
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military service in the most threatened outposts of the Portuguese empire, notably
Mazagan, the last Portuguese stronghold in North Africa.110 To be sure, the overseas
territories continued to provide plenty of opportunities for professional and social
advancement, as well as for general enrichment. This was particularly true for Brazil,
which became the focal point of the growing Portuguese emigration after the dis-
covery of gold in Minas Gerais at the end of the seventeenth century. The overseas
territories continued to attract the interest of low-ranking officers and other royal
agents including clergymen and bureaucrats.111 Yet, as far as military personnel were
concerned, something had changed. As the Overseas Council records clearly show,
those who sought to win a martial reputation continued to sail for the overseas
territories, but the constant back and forth definitely ended in the 1660s. Their
circulation pattern became simpler with far fewer transoceanic voyages. Leaving for
Brazil, for example, generally meant staying there for the long run.

Final Remarks

This study does not mean to suggest that the Portuguese empire was deprived of
ideologies, which would be an odd thing in the context of European expansion, as
Giuseppe Marcocci recently noted.112 But it emphasises the fact that, during the
mid-seventeenth-century crisis, the Portuguese Atlantic world was perceived by many
as a continuous space almost free of hierarchical understandings. I have tried to show
that signs of this perception of an empire less centred on the mother country can be
found even at the highest levels of Portuguese politics. Beyond this, there are over-
whelming proofs of polycentrism, meaning that overseas dynamics owned at least as
much to private initiative, often planned and executed in the colonies (sometimes not
even immediately sponsored by the state), as to the crown’s colonial policies. The
Pernambucan rebellion against the Dutch and the reconquest of Luanda clearly show
that the “tail wags the dog” syndrome was a dominant feature of the Portuguese
world, and one that can be identified in Portugal’s Asian territories as well.113

This underlying perception about the Portuguese empire helped provide ideal con-
ditions for the circulation of men engaged in Portuguese war efforts. Such conditions
were greatly enhanced by the valorisation of Brazil as a battleground following the
Dutch invasions of 1624 and 1630, and by the beginning of hostilities against Spain in
1641. Soldiers’ papers clearly show that they made no distinctions between fighting in
the mother-country, against the Habsburgs, or in the south Atlantic in an all-out effort
to defeat the “heretics.”For them, in this period, there were no all-important centres and
unappealing peripheries. Theywere part of what looks like an essentially Atlantic circuit
that included the mother country, America, and Africa. The Asian outposts are sur-
prisingly, but definitely, not in their orbit. The ensuing political stabilization in Iberia
and the Dutch defeat in the New World, with the inevitable devaluation of Brazil as a
battleground, affected the incentive system and brought an end to the special kind of
circulation treated here. An imperial career in the Atlantic world was no longer marked
by a constant back and forth between the shores of the ocean.

394 Miguel Dantas da Cruz

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419


Bibliography

Unpublished Primary Sources

Arquivo Histórico Ultramarino (AHU)
Bahia (BA)

Luísa Fonseca (LF)
Pernambuco (PE)
Rio de Janeiro (RJ)

Avulsos (AV)
Castro Almeida (CA)

Consultas de mercês (CM)
Consultas mistas (CMi)

Arquivo Nacional Torre do Tombo (ANTT),
Registo Geral de Mercês (RGM)

Mercês da Torre do Tombo
Mercês de D. Afonso VI

Published Primary Sources

Arquivo Nacional and Biblioteca Nacional. Documentos historicos. Rio de Janeiro: Braggio &
Reis, 1928. http://memoria.bn.br/DocReader/DocReader.aspx?bib=094536.

Camelo, António Moreira. Parocho perfeito deduzido do texto Sancto et sagrados doutores,
para pratica de reger & curar almas. Lisbon: na Officina de Ioam da Costa, 1675.

Cardim, Fernão. Tratados da terra e da gente do Brasil. Lisbon: CNCDP, 2000.
Freire, Francisco de Brito. Nova Lusitania, historia da guerra brasilica: a purissima alma e
savdosa memoria do serenissimo principe dom Theodosio principe de Portugal, e principe do
Brasil. Lisbon: na officina de Joam Galram, 1675.

Laranjo Coelho, P. Cartas dos Governadores da Província do Alentejo a El-Rei D. João IV e a
El-Rei D. Afonso VI. Lisbon: Academia Portuguesa de História, 1940.

Luna, Pedro Barbosa de. Memorial de la Preferencia, que haze el Reyno de Portugal, y su
Consejo, al de Aragon, y de las Sicilias…. Lisbon: Geraldo da Vinha, 1627.

Melo, Francisco Manuel de. Epanáforas de vária história portuguesa. Lisbon: Offina de
Henrique Valente de Oliveira, 1660.

Portugal, Domingos Antunes. Tractatus de Donationibus Jurium et Bonorum Regiae Coronae.
Lisbon: Typographia Joannis a Costa, 1673.

Rau, Virgínia, andMaria Gomes da Silva, eds.OsManuscritos do Arquivo da Casa do Cadaval
respeitantes ao Brasil. Coimbra: Imprensa da Universidade, 1956–58.

Ribeiro, João Pinto. Discurso sobre os fidalgos e soldados portugueses não militarem em
conquistas alheas desta Coroa. Lisbon: Pedro Craesbeck, 1632.

Vasconcelos, LuísMendes.DoSitio deLisboa:Dialogo. Lisbon: naOfficina deLuysEstupiñan, 1608.
Vieira, António. Sermam que pregou o P. Antonio Vieira da companhia de Iesus naMisericordia
da Bahia de todos os Santos em dia de Visitação de nossa Señora Orago da Casa. Lisbon. na
Officina de Domingos Lopes Rosa, 1655.

Secondary Sources

Alencastro, Luiz Felipe de. O Trato dos Viventes. Formação do Brasil no Atlântico Sul. São
Paulo: Companhia das Letras, 2000.

Armitage, David. “Three Concepts of Atlantic History.” In The British Atlantic World, 1500–
1800, edited by David Armitage and Michael Braddick, 11–27. Basingstoke: Palgrave
Macmillan, 2002.

Imperial perceptions and circulation 395

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419 Published online by Cambridge University Press

http://memoria.bn.br/DocReader/DocReader.aspx?bib=094536
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419


Bailyn, Bernard. “Introduction—Reflections on some major themes.” In Soundings in Atlantic
History—Latent Structures and Intellectual Currents, 1500–1830, edited by Bernard Bailyn
and Patricia Denault. 1–43. Harvard: Harvard University Press, 2009.

Bailyn, Bernard, and Patricia Denault, eds. Soundings in Atlantic History–Latent Structures
and Intellectual Currents, 1500–1830. Harvard: Harvard University Press, 2009.

Bardwell, R. L. The Governors of Portugal’s South Atlantic Empire in the Seventeenth Century:
Social Background, Qualifications, Selection and Reward. PhD diss., University of
California, 1974.

Bebiano, Rui. “Literatura militar da Restauração.” Penélope 9–10 (1993): 83–98.
Bethencourt, Francisco. “The Iberian Atlantic: Ties, Networks, and Boundaries.” Theorising
the Ibero-American Atlantic, edited by Lisa Vollendorf and Harald Braun. 15–35. Leiden:
Brill, 2013.

——. Racisms: From the Crusades to the Twentieth Century. Princeton: Princeton University
Press, 2013.

Bicalho, Maria Fernanda. “As câmaras e o governo do Império.” In O Antigo Regime nos
Trópicos, edited by João Fragoso, et al., 189–221. Rio de Janeiro: Civilização Editora, 2001.

Boxer, Charles. O Império Marítimo Português, 1415–1825. 1969. Lisbon: Edições 70, 2001.
——. Portuguese Society in the Tropics: The Municipal Councils of Goa, Macao, Bahia, and
Luanda, 1510–1800. Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 1965.

——. Salvador Correia de Sá and the Struggle for Brazil and Angola 1602–1686. London:
Athlone Press, 1952.

Camarinhas, Nuno. Juízes e Administração da Justiça no Antigo Regime—Portugal e o império
colonial, séculos XVII e XVIII. Lisbon: Fundação Calouste Gulbenkian, 2010.

Canny, Nicholas, and Philip Morgan, eds. The Oxford Handbook of The Atlantic World
1450–1850. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2011.

Cardim, Pedro. “La aspiración imperial de la monarquía portuguesa (siglos XVI y XVII.” In
Comprendere le monarchie iberiche. Risorse materiali e rappresentazioni del potere, edited
by Gaetano Sabatini, 37–72. Roma: Viella, 2010.

Costa, Leonor Freire. “Elite mercantil na Restauração: para uma releitura.” InOptima Pars—
Elites Ibero-Americanas do Antigo Regime, edited by Nuno Gonçalo Monteiro, Pedro
Cardim, and Mafalda Soares da Cunha, 99–129. Lisbon: ICS, 2005.

Cruz, Miguel Dantas da.Um império de conflitos. O Conselho Ultramarino e a defesa do Brasil.
Lisbon: ICS, 2015.

——. “A nomeação de militares na América portuguesa. Tendências de um império
negociado.” Varia historia 31 (2015): 673–710. Cunha, Mafalda Soares, and Nuno Gonçalo
Monteiro. “Governadores e capitães-mores do império atlântico português nos séculos XVII
e XVIII.” In Optima Pars—Elites Ibero-Americanas do Antigo Regime, edited by Nuno
Gonçalo Monteiro, Pedro Cardim, and Mafalda Soares da Cunha, 191–252. Lisbon,
ICS: 2005.

Curto, Diogo Ramada.Cultura Imperial e Projetos Coloniais (séculos XV aXVIII). Campinas:
Editora da Unicamp, 2009.

——. Cultura Política no Tempo dos Filipes (1580–1640). Lisbon: Edições 70, 2011.
——. “Os holandeses no Brasil: lutas e discursos.” In História da expansão Portuguesa, edited
by Francisco Bethencourt and Kirti Chaudhury, vol. 2. 507–514. Lisbon: Círculo de
Leitores, 1998.

Dutra, Francis. “Blacks and the Search for Rewards and Status in Seventeenth-
Century Brazil.” Proceedings of the Pacific Coast Council on Latin American Studies
4 (1977–79): 25–35.

Elliott, John. Empires of the AtlanticWorld: Britain and Spain in America 1492–1830. NewHaven:
Yale University Press, 2006.

396 Miguel Dantas da Cruz

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419


——. “A Europe of Composite Monarchies.” Past & Present 137 (1992): 48–71.
——. “The seizure of overseas territories by the European powers.” In Theories of Empire,
1450–1800, vol. 4, edited by David Armitage, 139–57. Brookfield: Ashgate, 1998.

Ferreira, Roquinaldo. “O Brasil e a arte da guerra em Angola (séculos XVII–XVIII).” Estudos
Históricos 39 (2007): 3–23.

——. “Taking Stock: Portuguese Imperial Historiography Twelve Years after the
e-JPH Debate.” e-JPH, 14 (2016): 54–70.

Figueiredo, Luciano Raposo de Almeida. “O Império em apuros. Notas para o estudo
das alterações ultramarinas e das práticas políticas no império colonial português.”
In Diálogos Oceânicos—Minas Gerais e as novas abordagens para uma História do Império
Ultramarino Português, edited by Júnia Ferreira Furtado, 197–254. Belo Horizonte:
UFMG, 2001.

Fragoso, João, et al. O Antigo Regime nos trópicos. A dinâmica imperial portuguesa (séculos
XVI–XVIII). Rio de Janeiro: Civilização Editora, 2001.

Games, Alison. “Atlantic History: Definitions, Challenges, and Opportunities.” American
Historical Review 111:3 (2006): 741–57.

Godinho Vitorino, Magalhães. “Portugal and the Making of the Atlantic World: Sugar Fleets
and Gold Fleets, the Seventeenth to Eighteenth Centuries.” Review (Fernand Braudel
Center) 28:4 (2005): 313–37. (First published in Annales 1–2 (1950)).

Green, Jack, and Philip Morgan, ed. Atlantic History: A Critical Appraisal. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2009.

Hespanha, António. “A constituição do Império português. Revisão de alguns enviesamentos
correntes.” In O Antigo Regime nos trópicos. A dinâmica imperial portuguesa (séculos
XVI–XVIII), edited by João Fragoso, et al. 163–88. Rio de Janeiro: Civilização
Editora, 2001.

——. “La economía de la gracia.” In La gracia del derecho—economía de la cultura en la Edad
Moderna, 151–76. Madrid: Centro de Estudios Constitucionales, 1993.

——. Porque é que foi ‘portuguesa’ a expansão portuguesa? ou O revisionismo nos trópicos.”
Inaugural talk in O espaço atlântico de Antigo Regime: poderes e sociedades. Lisbon:
CHAM-FCSH-UNL/IICT, 2005.

——. As vésperas do Leviathan. Instituições e poder político—Portugal séc- XVII. Coimbra:
Almedina, 1994.

Krause, Thiago Nascimento. Em busca da Honra: a remuneração dos serviços da guerra
holandesa e os hábitos das Ordens Militares (Bahia e Pernambuco, 1641–1680). PhD diss.,
Universidade Federal Fluminense, 2010.

Luxan, Meléndez, Santiago de. La Revolución de 1640 en Portugal, sus fundamentos sociales y
sus caracteres nacionales: el Consejo de Portugal: 1580–1640. Madrid: Universidad
Complutense, 1988.

Luz, Francisco Mendes da. O Conselho da India: contributo ao estudo da administração e do
comércio do Ultramar Português nos princípios do século XVII. Lisbon: Agência Geral do
Ultramar, 1952.

Marcocci, Giuseppe. “Conscience and Empire: Politics and Moral Theology in the Early
Modern Portuguese World.” Journal of Early Modern History 18 (2014): 473–94.

Mauro, Frédéric. Portugal, o Brasil e o Atlântico (1570–1670). Lisbon: Estampa, 1989.
Mauss, Marcel. “Essai sur le don. Forme et raison de l'échange dans les sociétés archaïques.”
Année Sociologique 1 (1923–24): 30–180.

Mello, Evaldo Cabral. A Fronda dos Mazombos: Nobres contra Mascates—Pernambuco
(1666–1715). São Paulo: Companhia das Letras, 1995.

——. Um Imenso Portugal. História e Historiografia. São Paulo: Editora 34, 2002.
——. O negócio do Brasil. Portugal, os Países Baixos e o Nordeste (1641–1669). Lisbon:
CNCDP, 2001.

Imperial perceptions and circulation 397

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419


——. Olinda Restaurada: Guerra e Açucar no Nordeste, 1630–1654. 1975. Reprint, Rio de
Janeiro: Topbooks, 1998.

Monteiro, Nuno Gonçalo. Crepúsculo dos Grandes. A Casa e o Património da Aristocracia em
Portugal (1750–1832). Lisbon: Imprensa Nacional—Casa da Moeda, 1998.

——. “O ‘Ethos’ Nobiliárquico’ no final do Antigo Regime: poder simbólico, império e
imaginário social.” Almanack braziliense 2 (2005): 4–20.

Olival, Fernanda, “Mercês, serviços, e circuitos de comunicação no império português.”
In Domínio da Distância, edited by Maria Emília Madeira Santos and Manuel Lobato.
59–71. Lisbon: IICT, 2006.

——.As OrdensMilitares e o EstadoModerno: Honra, mercê e Venalidade em Portugal (1641–
1789). Lisbon: Estar, 2001.

Pagden, Anthony. Lords of all the World: Ideologies of Empire in Spain, Britain and France,
1492–1830. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1995.

Paiva, José Pedro. Os Bispos de Portugal e do Império: 1495–1777. Coimbra: Imprensa da
Universidade, 2006.

Pedreira, Jorge M. “Costs and Financial Trends in the Portuguese Empire, 1415–1822.”
In Portuguese Oceanic Expansion, 1400–1800, edited by Francisco Bethencourt and Diogo
Ramada Curto. 49–87, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2007.

Puntoni, Pedro. A Guerra dos Bárbaros—Povos indígenas e a colonização do sertão nordeste do
Brasil, 1650–1720. São Paulo: Hucitec, 2002.

Russell-Wood, A. J. R. “The Portuguese Atlantic, 1415–1808.” In Atlantic History: A Critical
Appraisal, edited by Jack Green and Philip Morgan, 81–109. Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2009.

Safier, Neil. “Atlantic Soundings: A Conversation with Bernard Bailyn.” Atlantic Studies:
Global Currents 7:4 (2010): 365–71.

Saldanha, António Vasconcelos de. Iustum Imperium. Dos Tratados como Fundamento do
Império Português do Oriente. Lisbon: ISCSP, 2005.

Schwartz, Stuart. “Formation of Identities in Brazil.” In Colonial Identity in the Atlantic
World, 1500–1800, edited by Nicholas Canny and Anthony Pagden, 15–50. Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 1987.

——. Sovereignty and Society in Colonial Brazil. The High Court of Bahia and Its Judges,
1609–1751. Berkeley: University of California Press, 1973.

——. “The Voyage of the Vassals: Royal Power, Noble Obligations, and Merchant Capital
before the Portuguese Restoration of Independence, 1624–1640.” American Historical
Review 96:3 (1991): 735–62.

Subrahmanyam, Sanjay. Improvising Empire: Portuguese Trade and Settlement in the Bay of
Bengal, 1500–1700. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1990.

Subtil, José. “Os desembargadores em Portugal (1640–1820).” In Optima Pars—Elites
Ibero-Americanas do Antigo Regime, edited by Nuno Gonçalo Monteiro, Pedro Cardim,
and Mafalda Soares da Cunha, 253–75. Lisbon, ICS: 2005.

Tähtinen, Lauri. “The Intellectual Construction of the Fifth Empire: Legitimating the
Braganza Restoration.” History of European Ideas 38:3 (2012): 413–25.

Torgal, Luís Reis. Ideologia Política e Teoria do Estado na Restauração, vol.1. Coimbra:
Biblioteca Geral da Universiade, 1981.

Valladares, Rafael. Castilla y Portugal en Asia (1580–1680): Declive imperial y adaptación.
Avisos de Flandes. Leuven: Leuven University Press, 2001.

Zuckerman, Michael. “Identity in British America.” In Colonial Identity in the Atlantic World,
1500–1800, edited by Nicholas Canny and Anthony Pagden. 115–57. Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 1987.

398 Miguel Dantas da Cruz

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419


Notes

* Miguel Dantas da Cruz is a post-
doctoral researcher at Lisbon Univer-
sity, Instituto de Ciências Sociais. He is
very grateful to Professors Mafalda
Soares da Cunha, Filipa Vicente, Roqui-
naldo Ferreira, and Pedro Cardim for
their insightful comments on previous
versions of this study. He also would like
to thank both referees of Itinerario for
their critical advice and Lincoln Paine
for his indispensable editing of this text.
This work was only possible thanks to a
research fellowship from Fundação para
Ciência e a Tecnologia (SFRH/BPD/
97974/2013) and from my institution’s
strategic project (UID/SOC/50013/2013).

1 Zuckerman, “Identity in British
America,” 119.

2 Charles Boxer’s classic work on Salvador
Correia de Sá remains indispensable.
Boxer, Salvador Correia de Sá.

3 ANTT, RGM, Mercês da Torre do
Tombo, bk. 14: 106–107.

4 Captaincies (capitanias), in this case
donatary captaincies, were territorial
and administrative divisions created
during the early stages of the Portuguese
expansion in the Atlantic islands, Brazil,
and Angola. They were donated by the
crown to someone, the donatary, who
sought to administer the territory. The
donatary had autonomy to establish
settlements, collect taxes, administer
justice, appoint officials, and grant lands
to settlers. This system was a way of
avoiding the expenses of maintaining an
empire, but gradually, and with limited
success, the crown started to assert its
authority. The captain-major was
appointed by the donatary (landlord)
normally for three years, and he could
administer the territory in the absence of
the donatary.

5 AHU, RJ, CA, box 5, doc. 784. Consulta
(Inquiry and record of a discussion in
council), 22 November 1658, Conselho
Ultramarino.

6 AHU, RJ, CA, box 5, doc. 881. Consulta,
9 October 1662, Conselho Ultramarino.

7 There is a wealth of knowledge about
these groups and their participation in
the Portuguese imperial experience. Sev-
eral studies about bishops, magistrates,
merchants, and governors were added to
earlier works of Stuart Schwartz or Ross
Little Bardwell. Of particularly impor-
tance were the results of the Optima Pars
project, which consolidated information
and laid the foundations for further
investigations. See Schwartz, Sovereignty
and Society; Bardwell, The Governors of
Portugal’s South Atlantic; Paiva, Os
Bispos de Portugal e do Império;
Camarinhas, Juízes e Administração da
Justiça no Antigo Regime; Subtil, “Os
desembargadores em Portugal (1640–
1820)”; Costa, “Elite mercantil na
Restauração”; Monteiro, Crepúsculo
dos Grandes; and Cunha and Monteiro,
“Governadores e capitães-mores.”

8 See Krause, Em busca da Honra. See also
Cruz, Um Império de Conflitos, and “A
nomeação de militares na América
portuguesa.”

9 Alencastro, O Trato dos Viventes,
103–104.

10 ANTT, RGM, Mercês de D. Afonso VI,
bk. 20: 134v.

11 At the beginning of the seventeenth
century there were about 130 men in the
most successful captaincy of Portuguese
America, Pernambuco: 100 in the capital
Olinda, and 30 in the port of Recife. In
Salvador da Bahia there were about 252
soldiers in three companies. Mello,
Olinda Restaurada, 223.

12 Bailyn, “Introduction—Reflections on
Some Major Themes,” 7; Games,
“Atlantic History,” 741.

13 Armitage, “Three Concepts of Atlantic
History,” 11–27.

14 At the present stage of research, it is
impossible to identify with accuracy the
social background of the majority of
these men, or to tell if their social
backgrounds determined their choices—
whether to sail to India or to remain in
the Atlantic. The group included men of

Imperial perceptions and circulation 399

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419


noble background but also soldiers of
fortune, who could aspire to and achieve
some professional success. Some of them
even assumed political office as colonial
administrators. See Bardwell, The
Governors of Portugal’s South Atlantic.

15 Among many others, see, for example,
Boxer, O Império Marítimo Português;
Mauro, Portugal, o Brasil e o Atlântico;
Godinho, “Portugal and the Making of
the Atlantic World”; and Bethencourt,
The Iberian Atlantic.

16 Ferreira, “Taking Stock.”
17 Green and Morgan, Atlantic History;

Bailyn and Denault, Soundings in
Atlantic History; and Canny and
Morgan, The Oxford Handbook of The
Atlantic World.

18 Russel-Wood, “The Portuguese Atlantic.”
19 Games, “Atlantic History,” 754.
20 Marcocci, “Conscience and Empire.”
21 Ibid., 481.
22 Hespanha, As vésperas do Leviathan, 252.
23 Until 1604 there was no other body

devoted to the government of the Portu-
guese overseas territories. Ibid., 255.

24 Interestingly, after the 1640 secession,
the Portuguese would be accused by their
Spanish counterparts of being concerned
only with material gains. Supposedly the
Portuguese empire lacked the religiosity
the Spaniards had attached to their
overseas endeavours. Torgal, Ideologia
Política, 239–40.

25 Marcocci, “Conscience and Empire,” 491.
26 The Council of Portugal was created in

1582, in the aftermath of Iberian unifica-
tion. Its purpose was to represent Portu-
guese interests in Madrid, and help the
Habsburg govern the new territory.
About the Council of Portugal, see
Luxán Meléndez, La revolución de 1640
en Portugal.

27 The Council of the Indies was established
in 1604, specifically to deal with the
government of the empire. It raised a lot
of resistance from older and more estab-
lished political bodies, which saw their
jurisdictions diminished. The Board of
Conscience was among the more dis-
affected—after all it had lost what was

almost a monopoly—and complained to
the king as early as 1606 about the new
council’s prerogatives. Hespanha, As
vésperas do Leviathan, 255. About the
Council of the Indies, see the classic study
of Francisco Mendes da Luz, O Conselho
da India.

28 Curto, Cultura Política, 469.
29 Cardim, “La aspiratión imperial de la

monarquía portuguesa,” 66.
30 Vasconcelos, Do Sitio de Lisboa.
31 Saldanha, Iustum Imperium, 330.
32 Cardim, “La aspiratión imperial de la

monarquía portuguesa,” 48.
33 Ribeiro, Discurso sobre os fidalgos. João

Pinto Ribeiro was not alone in this
endeavour. In fact, his arguments were
reproduced by the great majority of
authors who tried to justify the 1640
separation. For them, Madrid had
neglected the Portuguese overseas
territories, leaving them dangerously
exposed to the naval might of its Eur-
opean rivals. Torgal. Ideologia Política,
289–90.

34 Mello, Um Imenso Portugal, 28.
35 In Spain, there was a famous pamphlet

that certainly justified this kind of fear.
The Spanish manifesto included a failed
attempt to set up a massive Christian
army to quash the Portuguese rebellion.
For the Portuguese literary reaction, see
Torgal. Ideologia Política, 240.

36 Valladares,Castilla y Portugal en Asia, 96.
37 Ibid., 96.
38 About these reflections, see, for example,

Tähtinen, “The Intellectual Construction
of the Fifth Empire.”

39 Cardim, “La aspiratión imperial de la
monarquía portuguesa,” 53.

40 Elliott, “The Seizure of Overseas Terri-
tories by the European Powers.”

41 The evolution of this iconography was
recently explored by Bethencourt,
Racisms, 65–82.

42 Cardim, “La aspiratión imperial de la
monarquía portuguesa,” 69.

43 AHU, PE, box 10, doc. 996. Consulta,
7 October 1673, Conselho Ultramarino
(attached to another consulta, 6
November 1673).

400 Miguel Dantas da Cruz

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419


44 The concept is certainly controversial,
in no small part because it seems to have
lost its initial connection to military
conquest. Cardim, “La aspiratión imper-
ial de la monarquía portuguesa,” 70.

45 Aeque principaliter was a usual form
political union in Europe. It meant that
the aggregated kingdoms continued to be
treated as distinct entities, preserving their
traditional rights and customs. Elliott, “A
Europe of CompositeMonarchies,” 52-53.

46 Rau and Silva, Os Manuscritos do
Arquivo da Casa do Cadaval, 1, doc.
305, 234–35.

47 Vieira, Sermam que pregou, 332.
48 Cunha and Monteiro, “Governadores e

capitães-mores,” 194. The concept of
composite monarchies was famously
developed by John Elliott. The forma-
tion of composite states was a political
solution for princes seeking new sources
of wealth and to enhance their prestige
but who lacked the resources to embark
onmilitary campaigns, which would only
alienate the same territories and peoples
they were trying to incorporate. See the
broader discussion in Elliott, “A Europe
of Composite Monarchies,” 52.

49 See, for example, Hespanha, “A consti-
tuição do Império português” or “Por-
que é que foi ‘portuguesa’ a expansão
portuguesa.”

50 Mello, Um Imenso Portugal, 67.
51 Torgal. Ideologia Política, 321–22.
52 Cardim, “La aspiratión imperial de la

monarquía portuguesa,” 71.
53 Among others, see Hespanha, “A con-

stituição do Império português.”
54 According to Vicente Salvador, this

seriously undermined the development
of Brazil. See Curto, Cultura Imperial,
268.

55 Regarding the reproduction of Portu-
guese society in America, see Fragoso,
et al., O Antigo Regime nos trópicos.

56 Schwartz, Formation of Identities in
Brazil, 19.

57 Cardim, Tratados da terra, 170.
58 Schwartz, Formation of Identities in

Brazil, 36.
59 Boxer, Portuguese Society in the Tropics.

60 AHU, BA, LF, box 10, doc. 1177.
61 Bicalho, “As câmaras e o governo do

Império,” 198.
62 Cruz, Um império de conflitos.
63 Pagden, Lords of all the World, 127.

Portuguese political culture shared some
of the same features. At least since John
II (1481–95), there are signs that the
Portuguese started to embrace an idea of
empire that pulled away from its original
meaning, which was directly related to
executive authority. Apparently, Portugal
was very receptive to Tacitus’s description
of the Roman Empire as “an immense
body of empire,” a political entity estab-
lished over vast and heterogeneous states
and territories. According to Evaldo Cab-
ral deMello (Um Imenso Portugal, 12–13),
who had recovered the teachings of
Martim de Albuquerque, it was this kind
of territorial configuration that sixteenth-
century chroniclers had in mind when they
wrote about the Portuguese empire.

64 Elliott, Empires of the Atlantic World,
147.

65 Figueiredo, O Império em apuros,
216–17.

66 Mauss, “Essai sur le don.”
67 Hespanha, “La economia de la gracia.”
68 For the differences between the gift

economy and the reward economy, see
Olival, As Ordens Militares e o Estado
Moderno, 22.

69 Vieira, Sermam que pregou, 317.
70 Olival, As Ordens Militares e o Estado

Moderno, 15.
71 Camelo, Parocho perfeito, 44.
72 Olival, As Ordens Militares e o Estado

Moderno, 21.
73 Ibid., 52.
74 Melo, Epanáforas, 164–165.
75 Mentioned in the Overseas Council.

AHU, CM, Bk. 86: 31v–32v. Consulta,
8 July 1688.

76 Schwartz, “The Voyage of the Vassals,”
748.

77 Vieira, Sermam que pregou, 320.
78 Freire, Nova Lusitania, initial note to the

reader.
79 Bebiano, “Literatura militar da

Restauração,” 85.

Imperial perceptions and circulation 401

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419


80 Mello, Olinda Restaurada, 454.
81 Ibid., 248.
82 The use of Luso-Brazilian soldiers in the

wars of Angola became a frequent
feature in the Portuguese Atlantic world.
They were deemed more fit for that
unforgiving environment because they
had been born in or become accustomed
to a similar climate. About this tradition
see Ferreira, “O Brasil e a arte da guerra
em Angola.”

83 Alencastro, O Trato dos Viventes, 234.
84 Boxer,OImpérioMarítimoPortuguês, 115.
85 Dutra, “Blacks and the Search for

Rewards,” 27.
86 Mello, Olinda Restaurada, 239.
87 Boxer,OImpérioMarítimoPortuguês, 116.
88 Melo, Epanáforas, 490.
89 Boxer,OImpérioMarítimoPortuguês, 124.
90 Melo, Epanáforas, 528–29.
91 Regarding these publications see Curto,

“Os holandeses no Brasil,” 507–14
92 By the 1630s the financial situation in

India was catastrophic. Some even
started to question the benefits of the
expensive Asian settlements and for-
tresses. Pedreira, “Costs and Financial
Trends,” 61–62.

93 Ribeiro, Discurso sobre os fidalgos, 6v.
Francisco Manuel de Melo had a differ-
ent opinion about the use of Portuguese
soldiers in these European affairs. For
him, fighting in Flanders was an oppor-
tunity to acquire the military skills the
Portuguese so badly needed. Torgal.
Ideologia Política, 287–88.

94 Documentos Históricos, 4, 146–49. Letter
from Francisco Barreto de Meneses to
Pedro de Melo, 29 April 1662.

95 In general terms, Mazombo was the
equivalent of a criollo. But, at the same
time, Mazombo was also an offshoot of
an African word for maiden. According
to Evaldo Cabral de Mello, the
Mazombo was a delicate, self-indulgent
man who left manual labour to the
slaves. In the racially-charged Portu-
guese Empire, the word was profoundly
scornful when pronounced by Portu-
guese borne in the mother country.
However, in the last decades of the

seventeenth century the word became a
proud symbol of some American elites,
a way to distinguish an entrenched
proprietary class from their poorer
European cousins newly arrived in Brazil
in search of opportunity. Mello, A
Fronda dos Mazombos, 137.

96 AHU, BA, LF, box 11, doc. 1258.
Consulta, 17 May 1647, Conselho
Ultramarino.

97 Alencastro, O Trato dos Viventes,
230.

98 Mello, O negócio do Brasil, 51–56.
99 AHU, BA, LF, box 11, doc. 1305.

Petition, 11 August 1648.
100 AHU, RJ, CA, box 3, docs. 539–40.

Consulta, 1 December 1646. Conselho
Ultramarino.

101 For those who applied for a post in
Bahia, see Manuel de Andrade trajec-
tory in AHU, BA, LF, box 13, doc.
1580; João Freire de Almeida trajectory
in AHU, BA, LF, box 18, doc. 2035;
and Afonso Mexia de Mendonça and
Nuno Alves Pereira trajectories in
AHU, BA, LF, box 20, doc. 2242. For
those who applied for a post in Rio de
Janeiro, Diogo de Macedo trajetory in
AHU, RJ, CA, box 6, doc. 975 Sebas-
tião Ferreira de Brito trajectory is
mentioned above.

102 Among many other examples, see
AHU, RJ, CA, box 4, doc. 706, by
which Francisco Cruz was appointed
sergeant major of Rio de Janeiro;
AHU, RJ, AV, box 3, doc. 214, by
which Agostinho de Figueiredo was
appointed captain of infantry; AHU,
RJ, AV, box 3, doc. 276, by which
Ascenço Gonçalves Mattoso was
appointed captain of infantry; AHU,
RJ, CA, box 5, doc. 845, by which
Miguel Fernandes was appointed cap-
tain of infantry; AHU, RJ, CA, box 5,
doc. 964, by which Manuel Rego da
Silva was appointed captain of artillery;
AHU, RJ, CA, box 6, doc. 975, which
details the places where the leading
officers in Rio de Janeiro had been
before 1664; AHU, BA, LF, box 14,
doc. 1648, by which Francisco Lobo

402 Miguel Dantas da Cruz

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419


was appointed captain of infantry;
AHU, BA, LF, box 14, doc. 1656, by
which Filipe Coelho was appointed
captain of infantry; AHU, BA, LF, box
22, doc. 2550, by which Francisco
Rebelo de Morais was appointed ser-
geantmajor; AHU, BA, LF, box 14, doc.
1715a, by which Manuel Homem Teles
was appointed captain of infantry; AHU,
BA, LF, box 14, doc. 1693, by which
António de Alemão was appointed
captain of infantry; AHU, BA, LF, box
15, doc. 1759, by which Francisco de
Brac (born in Rotterdam) was appointed
captain of infantry; AHU, BA, LF, box
16, doc. 1881, by which Paulo de
Azevedo Coutinho was appointed
captain of infantry; and AHU, BA, LF,
box 2, doc. 135, by which Álvaro de
Azevedo was appointedmestre de campo
(equivalent to a colonel) in Bahia.

103 Safier, Atlantic soundings, 369.
104 Laranjo Coelho, Cartas dos Governa-

dores, 87–92. List in letter from Castelo
Melhor, 28 June 1645.

105 AHU, CM, bk 84: 54v–55. Consulta, 16
December 1662. Conselho Ultramarino.

106 Monteiro, “O ‘Ethos’Nobiliárquico,” 10.
107 About this conflict, see Puntoni, A

Guerra dos Bárbaros.
108 The selection of António Cardoso

Manso over Diogo Roiz Pereira, in an
application procedure for a captain of
infantry in Maranhão, in 1712, is
particularly illustrative. Roiz Pereira
had served for more time (since 1690,
while Cardoso Manso had served only
since 1698) and he was applying for a
position in a territory that he knew
much better than Cardoso Manso.

However, Roiz Pereira had only served
in Brazil, while Cardoso Manso spent
all of his time in the Europe, in ships
that protected the Portuguese coast and
Portuguese trade against the North
African pirates, and in several peninsu-
lar campaigns during the War of Span-
ish Succession (1702–15). For the
members of the Overseas Council, it
was precisely that experience that made
all the difference; for them the selection
of Cardoso Manso was “the means to
add a good defender to that conquest.”
Consulta, 16 March 1712. AHU, CMi,
bk 20: 399–400v, Conselho Ultramar-
ino. The mobilization of several men
experienced in European warfare to Rio
de Janeiro in the aftermath of the
successful French attack to that city in
1711 reveals the same understanding,
the same predilection for a certain
military orthodoxy. Consulta, 20 May
1712. AHU, CMi, bk 20: 387–90.
Conselho Ultramarino. See also Cruz,
“A nomeação de militares na América
portuguesa,” 22.

109 Consulta, 23 April 1676. Documentos
Históricos, 88, 89–95.

110 Olival, “Mercês, serviços, e circuitos de
comunicação,” 62.

111 As mentioned above, the results of the
Optima Pars project are very telling
about the importance of empire for
several groups. Monteiro, Cardim and
Cunha, Optima Pars.

112 Marcocci, “Conscience and Empire,”
475–76.

113 I borrowed this idea from Sanjay
Subrahmanyam and his masterful 1990
Improvising Empire.

Imperial perceptions and circulation 403

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115317000419

	Imperial Perceptions and Circulation in the Portuguese Atlantic World (1620s&#x2013;1660s)
	Introduction
	Preconditions: Ambiguous geographic hierarchies in the Portuguese Atlantic World
	Service and Expanding Empire
	Political priorities and military reputation: shaping new patterns of circulation
	Crisscrossing the Ocean
	Changing Perceptions
	Final Remarks
	Bibliography
	Secondary Sources
	A10


