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A ROUTE UNDER PRESSURE

Communication Between Nagasaki and Macao

(1597-1617)

João Paulo Oliveira e Costa
New University of Lisbon

During my research into the activities of Luis Cerqueira S.J., Bishop of
Japan (1598-1614)1 we noticed the importance of communication for the mis-
sionaries who worked in East Asia, especially for those who were in Japan.
They were totally dependent on successive maritime routes for getting mail
from Europe, and also to inform or to influence their superiors. Usually, from
the Japanese mission, mail was also sent to India and to Macao. From the end
of the 16th century onwards, the Manilla Route was also used by the Jesuits
to send their letters to Europe. 

In this article, I shall seek to analyse some of the characteristics of the com-
munication between Macao and Nagasaki in the dramatic period of the early
17th century, when the annual voyage of the Great Ship failed many times. It
seems to me that this particular question is a good example of the intensity of
communication that circulated between various ports of East Asia at the time.

1. The Portuguese in the China Sea (1597-1618) - the specifics of the scenario

When they arrived in Asia, the Portuguese tried to control pre-existent net-
works of maritime trade; they established themselves in the main ports of the
Indian Ocean, sometimes by war, on other occasions by political alliances with
local authorities or simply by commercial agreements2. A notable exception to

1 See my doctoral thesis O Cristianismo no Japão e o episcopado de D.Luís Cerqueira, 2 vols., Lisbon
1998 (photocopied text).
2 For a general overview of Portuguese expansion in Asia see Sanjay Subrahmanyam, The Portuguese
Empire in Asia, 1500-1700. A Political and Economic History, London and New York, 1993. For an
understaning of the main characteristics of Portuguese dynamics in Asia see the studies of Luís Filipe
Thomaz: “A estrutura política e administrativa do Estado da Índia no século XVI”, in De Ceuta a
Timor, Lisbon, 1994, pp. 207-243; “Do cabo Espichel a Macau: vicissitudes do corso português” in
As relações entre a Índia Portuguesa, a Ásia do Sueste e o Extremo Oriente (actas do VI Seminário
Internacional de História Indo- Portuguesa), Macao-Lisbon, 1993, pp. 537-568.



this model of penetration in the Asiatic world took place in the China Sea,
where the Portuguese founded two new cities - Macao, in China (c.1557),3 and
Nagasaki, in Japan (1570)4 - which very quickly became two major centers of
East Asia maritime trade5. These two cities supported Lusitanian trade in the
area, and the connection between them was made by the famous kurofune, the
Black Ship, whose voyages have been systematically enumerated by Charles
Boxer in his book The Great Ship from Amacon6. 

The Portuguese participation in Sino-Japanese commerce grew in impor-
tance during the third quarter of the 16th century, and reached its peak in the
final years of this century. According to a memorandum which was presented
to Phillip II of Spain in 1581, when he became King of Portugal, the voyage
of the Great Ship was the “most profitable” that the Portuguese controlled in
asian waters7. By the end of the century, its route began to suffer some diffi-
culties, which increased significantly in the early 1600s. Until 1590, the kuro-
fune made its annual voyage almost every year8, but later a new scenario
began to emerge, mainly due to two different reasons. 

Local ruling powers were changing in several areas of Asia, and some of
the rulers who emerged pursued an anti-Portuguese policy, like for example,
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3 For the foundation of Macao see Robert Usellis, As origens de Macau, Macao, 1995; Jorge Manuel
dos Santos Alves, Um porto entre dois impérios. Estudos sobre Macau e as relações luso-chinesas,
Macao, 1999. For a general overview of Portuguese presence in East Asia, I must also mention the
global studies coordinated by A.H. de Oliveira Marques, História dos Portugueses no Extremo
Oriente, Lisbon (1998-2000), 3 vols already printed.
4 The main studies on the founding of Nagasaki were made by Diego Pacheco S.J. (today Diego
Yuuki), who wrote: A fundação do porto de Nagasaqui e a sua cedência à Sociedade de Jesus, Macao,
1989; “Historia de una cristiandad: Yokoseura”, in Missionalia Hispanica, Madrid, vol. 21, 1964, pp.
137-172; El hombre que forjó a Nagasaki, Madrid, 1973.
5 Apart from the aforementioned studies, see my study “Macau e Nagásaqui - os pólos da presença
portuguesa no Mar da China na segunda metade do século XVI”, in Portugal e a China. Conferências
no III Curso livre de História das relações entre Portugal e a China (séculos XVI-XIX) (coord. Jorge
Manuel dos Santos Alves), Lisbon, 2000, pp. 79-104.
6 See C.R. Boxer, The Great Ship from Amacon. Annals of Macao and the Old Japan Trade, 1555-
1640, Lisbon, 1963.
7 Livro das cidades e fortalezas qve a coroa de Portvgal tem nas partes da Índia e das capitanias e mais
cargos qve nelas há e da importancia delles (ed. de Francisco Paulo Mendes da Luz), Lisbon, 1960 (sep-
arata de Stvdia, Lisbon, nº 6, 1960), fl. 95. For the finances of the Estado da Índia and the role of the
East Asian trade, see Vitorino Magalhães Godinho, Les finances de l’État Portugais des Indes
Orientales (1517-1635), Paris, 1982; O orçamento do Estado da Índia 1571 (dir. e prefácio de Artur
Teodoro de Matos, Lisbon, 1999; Artur Teodoro de Matos, O Estado da Índia nos anos de 1581-
1588. Estrutura administrativa e económica, alguns elementos para o seu estudo, Ponta Delgada,
1982; Idem, “A situação financeira do Estado da Índia no período filipino (1581-1635)”, in Na rota
da Índia. Estudos de história da Expansão Portuguesa, Macao, 1994, pp. 61-107.
8 Until 1597, the Great Ship did not make the voyage to Nagasaki six times: 1573 (shipwrecked off
the Amakusa islands); 1582 (ran ashore Taiwan coast); 1587 (Toyotomi Hideyoshi’s first decree of
banishment of the missionaries); 1589 (death of the captain-major); 1592 (probably due to the insta-
bility of the entire region because of the Japanese invasion of Korea); 1594 (shipwreck off Sumatra’s
coast). See, C.R. Boxer, The Great Ship ..., pp. 21-60.



the new Shah of Persia, and the Mughals in India9. At the same time, internal
politics in Japan was also changing and the long civil war (1467-1590) gave
way to peace under a central authority - Toyotomi Hideyoshi, the kanpaku10.
Since he controlled most of the Japanese Empire, Hideyoshi forbade
Christianity and ordered the missionaries to leave the country, even though he
was still very interested in maintaining trade with the Portuguese, who came
from Macao11. After Hideyoshi’s death, Japan was in danger of regressing to
a civil war, but Tokugawa Ieyasu assumed control of the realm after the bat-
tle of Sekigahara, in 1600, and founded a new Shogunal dynasty in 160312.
Ieyasu was also interested in commerce with the Portuguese, but Christianity
did not gain a foothold under his autocratical regime, and from 1614
onwards, the Tokugawa Shogunate systematically persecuted the Christians
and their clergy13.

At the same time, relevant changes were taking place in Europe and in
the Atlantic. In the 1590s the Iberian powers definitively lost their hegemony
over the Atlantic, and the route to the East was opened to rivals of the Spanish
Crown. From 1580 to 1640, Portugal was under the rule of Spanish kings, and
the Portuguese were therefore forced to give up their traditional policy of neu-
trality in European conflicts. Thus, their traditional allies, England and the
Netherlands became their enemies, and they utilised the passage via the Cape
Route by force. The Dutch and the English were welcomed by most of the
rivals of the Estado da Índia, and they were able to surprise the Portuguese,
whose military system in Asia was concentrated in the Arabian Sea, in order
to face their main rivals. 

Despite the lucrative trade that they controlled in the Malaysian
Archipelago and in the China Sea until the end of the 16th century, the
Portuguese had no need to organise a large military system in these areas, as
they had done in the western waters of the Indian Ocean14. The Dutch, who
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9 See Sanjay Subrahmanyam, The Portuguese Empire in Asia ..., pp. 144-180.
10 For Hideyoshi’s biography see Mary Elisabeth Berry, Hideyoshi, Cambridge (Mass.) and London, 1982.
11 For an understanding of the evolution of Portuguese-Japanese relations in this period see Michael
Cooper S.J., Rodrigues, the Interpreter, New York, 1974; J.F. Moran, The Japanese and the Jesuits.
Alessandro Valignano in Sixteenth Century Japan, London and New York, 1993.
12 For Tokugawa’s career, we especially referred to A.L. Sadler,The Maker of Modern Japan. The Life
of Shogun Tokugawa Ieyasu, Tokyo, 1992 (original, 1937); Conrad Totman, Tokugawa Ieyasu:
Shogun, Heian, 1983.
13 For this question see George Elison, Deus Destroyed, the Image of Christianity in Early Modern
Japan, Cambridge (Mass.)-London, 1988 (original, 1973); Peter Nosco, “Japanese Policy toward
Religions in the «Christian» Century”, in O século cristão do Japão. Actas do colóquio internacional
comemorativo dos 450 anos de amizade Portugal-Japão (1543-1993) (ed. Roberto Carneiro e Artur
Teodoro de Matos), Lisbon, 1994, pp. 569-588; Valdemar Coutinho, O fim da presença portuguesa
no Japão, Lisbon, 1999.



knew the organisation of the Portuguese Empire in Asia very well, focused
their initial activities in Southeast Asia, and then extended the scope of their
attention, in particular to the Bay of Bengal and to the China Sea, in the first
decade of the 17th century15. A few years later, the English followed them16. 

Unable to defeat these challengers, the Portuguese were losing their
monopoly, as the sole European power which operated in the area. This exclu-
sivity had already been broken by the Spaniards, when they had come to the
Philippines, in 1565. The Spanish came from America, but they wished to
trade in asian markets. However, despite a certain commercial rivalry, there
was no military conflict between the Portuguese and the Spaniards in the
China Sea, and Philip II forbade Spanish activities in the areas under
Portuguese jurisdiction, which nevertheless continued despite the royal
decrees. The iberian rivalry arose in East Asia due to the submission of
Portugal to the court of Madrid, and commercial and ecclesiastical competi-
tion also increased in the last decade of the 16th century. However, these dis-
putes did not affect the sailing of Portuguese ships in asiatic waters17. 

On the contrary, the appearance of the Protestants in the area represen-
ted not only a new trading rivalry, but also a military menace to the Estado da
India, which had adapted itself to the strategies of the Indian Ocean. The
Portuguese were therefore not prepared to face the new opponents, and many
of their ships were successfully attacked by the Dutch and by the English. The
entire Portuguese maritime trading system East of Malacca was under consi-
derable pressure from the beginning of the 17th century onwards, and the
route between Macao and Nagasaki was no exception18.
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14 For the Portuguese presence in Southeast Asia in the 16th century see: Anthony Reid, “Islamization
and Christianization in Southeast Asia: The Critical Phase, 1550-1650” in Southeast Asia in the Early
Modern Era. Trade, Power and Belief (ed. Anthony Reid), Ithaca and London, 1993, pp. 151-179;
Luís Filipe Thomaz, “Os Portugueses nos mares da Insulíndia” in De Ceuta a Timor, Lisbon, 1994,
pp. 567-590. Recently some Portuguese scholars have presented new dissertations on some aspects of
this theme: Paulo Jorge Sousa Pinto, Portugueses e Malaios. Malaca e os sultanatos de Johor e Achém.
1579-1619, Lisbon, 1997; Jorge Manuel Santos Alves, O domínio do Norte de Samatra. A história dos
sultanatos de Samudera-Pacém e de Achém e das suas relações com os Portugueses (1500-1580),
Lisbon, 1999; Manuel Lobato, Política e comércio dos Portugueses na Insulíndia. Malaca e as Molucas
de 1575 a 1605, Macao, 1999.
15For the Dutch expansion we used especially C.R. Boxer, The Dutch Seaborne Empire, 1600-1800,
London, 1965; Jonathan I.Israel, Dutch Primacy in World Trade, 1585-1740, Oxford, 1989.
16 For the English expansion in East Asia in the early years of the 17th century see Derek Massarella,
A World Elsewhere. Europe’s Encounter with Japan in the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries, New
Haven and London, 1990.
17 See my study “A rivalidade luso-espanhola no Extremo Oriente e a querela missionológica no
Japão”, in O século cristão do Japão. Actas do colóquio internacional comemorativo dos 450 anos de
amizade Portugal-Japão (1543-1993) (org. Roberto Carneiro and Artur Teodoro de Matos), Lisbon,
1994, pp. 477-524.
18 See George Bryan de Souza, The Survival of Empire: Portuguese Trade and Society in China and
the South China Sea, Cambridge, 1986.



It is this initial period of the 1600s that I shall analyse in this article. I
begin in 1597, when Toyotomi Hideyoshi ordered the first martyrdom of
Nagasaki, which took place on February 25th. This incident obstructed the
sailing of the Great Ship from Macao to Nagasaki that year, and it actually
signalled the beginning of a period of extreme difficulties for the sailing of the
kurofune. In the subsequent years, the macanese merchants were unable to
send Macao’s Great Ship to Japan several times, sometimes because of the
pressure of Japanese authorities or due to the evolution of the military situa-
tion in Japan, and on other occasions because of the intervention of Dutch
fleets. This period ended in 1618, when the Portuguese finally found a solu-
tion for their problem - in that year the Great Ship was replaced by six gal-
liots. From then on, Portuguese ships arrived in Japan almost every year until
the close of official relations in 163919.

From 1597 to 1617 the Macanese merchants could not organise the
annual voyage of the Great Ship ten times, and another voyage was interrup-
ted when the Lusitanian carrack sank near Nagasaki20. Macao particularly
suffered severe losses due to this situation, because most of the city’s maritime
connections were in the hands of Portuguese traders, and the VOC power in
this area grew rapidly during this period. All its commercial routes conse-
quently came under pressure, which did not happen in Nagasaki’s case.

Actually, after having been founded by the Portuguese, Nagasaki had
developed other important maritime routes connecting the city with Manilla21,
and also with continental ports. The Japanese themselves sailed to ports in
Southeast Asia during some decades and Chinese merchants, most of whom
came from the Fujian region, as well as those who lived in Macao22, came to
Japan and founded an important community in Nagasaki, that grew conside-
rably during this period23. Chinese and Japanese ships were not attacked by
the VOC or by the EIC fleets and could therefore keep sailing and trading,
while the Portuguese routes faced considerable difficulties. As we can see,
Nagasaki was not dependent on the Macanese trade despite the great impor-
tance of the kurofune for its economy. That is why Nagasaki continued to
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19 See Valdemar Coutinho, O fim da presença portuguesa no Japão, Lisbon, 1999.
20 See C.R. Boxer, The Great Ship ..., pp. 60-95.
21 See Juan Gil, Hidalgos y samurais. España y Japón en los siglos XVI y XVII, Madrid, 1991.
22Despite the fact that Macao was located on the Guangdong coast, there is much evidence to
show that its Chinese community mostly consisted of people from the Fujian region. See my intro-
dutory study of Cartas Ânuas do Colégio de Macau (1594-1627), Macao, 1999, pp. 11-40, quot-
ed ahed as CAM.
23 See Aloysius Chang, The Chinese Community of Nagasaki in the First Century of the Tokugawa
Period (1603-1688), New York, 1970 (PhD dissertation, policopied version); Marius Jansen, China in
the Tokugawa World, Cambridge (Mass.)-London, 1992.



grow, as a rich city, during these years. In 1590, it had about 5,000 inhabi-
tants, ten years later 15,000, and more than 30,000 in 161424.

2. Communication between Macao and Nagasaki

As we have seen, the Great Ship often did not realise its voyage between
the two cities. These successive interruptions affected trade significantly, and
also the finances of the Japanese mission25. Neverthless, we have documental
evidence that the two cities kept communicating regularly during this period,
especially by small ships. In the appendix to this article we present the 24
occasions on which news from Macao arrived in Nagasaki, and the 41 arrivals
of Nagasaki’s news in Macao; these movements are summarized in Table 1.

TABLE 1

SENDING OF INFORMATION TO THE OTHER CITY26

YEAR MACAO - NAGASAKI NAGASAKI - MACAO
1597 - 2 *
1598 1 * 2
1599 1 1
1600 1 * -
1601 1 2 *
1602 1 * -
1603 1 2 *
1604 1 * 1 *
1605 1 * 2
1606 1 * 2 *
1607 1 3 *
1608 1 3
1609 1 * 1
1610 - 1
1611 1 2
1612 1 * 3
1613 2 4 *
1614 1 * 2
1615 1 * 3 *
1616 3 2 *
1617 3 * 3

TOTALS 24 41
1.14 / Year 1.95 / Year

VOYAGES OF 11 10
THE GREAT SHIP 45.8% 24.3%
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Looking at this table, we note that there were many more voyages from
Nagasaki to Macao than in the other direction, which also implies that the
Great Ship was less important for Nagasaki’s mail than for Macao’s. As we
can see, 45.8% of the mail from Macao to Nagasaki was transported by the
Portuguese carracks, while only 24.3% of the mail from Nagasaki to Macao
used the same system. It seems to me that this is an evidence of what I have
referred to before: that Macao was much more dependent on Portuguese ship-
ping. Therefore, it was difficult for the Macanese to rig ships to send infor-
mation to Nagasaki, while for the Jesuits in Japan, and the casados27, it was
easier to rig a ship, or also to ask other merchants who were going to sail to
Southeast Asia ports, for help, who consented to pass by Macao in order to
leave letters from Japan there.

With regard to the voyages from Macao to Nagasaki we find a certain
regularity until 1615: usually news arrived in Nagasaki once a year, and there
were only three exceptions: two failures (1597 and 1610) and one year with
two arrivals (1613). The years of 1616 and 1617 can be viewed as a prelude
of the following period, when Macao sent several smaller ships to Nagasaki
every year. Due to the religious persecution in Japan, the Jesuits tried to enter
in the country in different ways, which contributed towards this enlargement
of contacts.

TABLE 2

ARRIVALS OF NEWS IN MACAO

YEARS ARRIVALS ARRIVALS / YEAR ARRIVALS OF
THE GREAT SHIP

1597-1602 7 1.16 / Year 2 - 28.5%
1603-1610 16 2.00 / Year 4 - 25.0%
1611-1617 19 2.70 / Year 3 - 15.7% 

When we look at the voyages from Nagasaki to Macao we do not find
the same regularity as in the opposite direction. Table 2 shows that there was
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24 There are several versions about the number of Nagasaki’s inhabitants in this period. The numbers
that I propose were suggested in my doctoral thesis (p. 507). I have used the two studies quoted in the
previous note, and also some references taken from the Jesuit documents and also the following stud-
ies: Carlos Francisco, “Nagasaki, cidade portuguesa no Japão”, in Stvdia, Lisbon, nº 26, 1968, pp.
115-148; Herbert Plutshow, Historical Nagasaki, Tokyo, 1983.
25 Apart from Michael Cooper’s book quoted above, see our study “A crise financeira da missão
jesuítica do Japão no início do século XVII”, in A Companhia de Jesus e a missionação no Oriente,
Lisbon, 2000, pp. 235-246.
26 (*) means that in this year the Great Ship made its voyage in the direction referred to.
27 Portuguese men who had married native women, and settled in an Asiatic port.

 



a steady increase in arrivals in Macao during this period. From 1597 to 1602
there were two years without arrivals and the annual average was 1.16; from
1603 to 1610 there was always, at least, one arrival, and the annual average
grew to two; in the last years there were always, at least, two arrivals, and the
annual average grew again (2.7). At the same time that the number of arrivals
in Macao increased, the Great Ship was less relevant to communication - it
was responsible for 28.5% of the arrivals in the first years, but it represented
only 15.7% of them in the last years. These elements are a good example of
Nagasaki’s commercial strength during this period, which facilitated the sen-
ding of news to Macao, despite the difficulties of commerce.

We also know that sometimes the missionaries in Japan took advantage
of the recently intensified sailing from Japan to Southeast Asia to directly send
mail to Malacca or to India, usually by way of Patani, on the siamese coast.
In 1600, Alessandro Valignano S.J. sent a letter to the Rector of Malacca
which was to be taken to Patani by some Chinese or Muslim traders28. In
1604, Francesco Pasio S.J. sent a letter to the Viceroy of India via some
Japanese who were going to sail to Malacca by the way of Patani29.

*      *      *

Apart from the movements on which we have commented in the appen-
dix, many more ships arrived in Nagasaki during this period, and some of
them could have passed by Macao. However, it seems to us that almost none
of these ships were used by the Portuguese for mail, because the Jesuits used
to report every arrival of news from the other city. This, however, does not
mean that some other ships did not bring messages - we have the example of
the voyage of Pedro Ramón S.J., in 1599, from Macao to Nagasaki in an asia-
tic ship that is only mentioned in a private letter of the Rector of the College
of Macao, and it is not reported by any member of the Japanese mission30. 

Neverthless, the information provided by Jesuit documentation
shows us that there was a permanent effort from both sides to keep the
two cities informed of what was happening on the other side of the Sea.
This effort was reinforced by traders and missionaries, as we can see by
the references presented in the appendix. 
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28 “[A carta segue ] por via de Patane, sendo os portadores certos chinas ou mouros que de Nagasaqui
partirão em Fevereiro”. BL, Add., 9860, fl. 84v.
29 “[º] uns japões que por via de Patane vão para Malaca.” BL, Add., 9860, fl. 87.
30 Pedro Ramón left Macao suddenly because he had a conflict with the College’s Rector. This is prob-
ably the reason why the incident is not referred to by the Jesuits who were in Japan. See letter of Manuel
Dias senior S.J. to the General of the Society (Macao, 16/1/1600), ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 I, fl. 15v.

 



In this article I have identified the news that arrived in both cities, either
coming directly from the other, or via Southeast Asia. However, there was
another route that could have increased communication between Macao and
Nagasaki. Since the 1590s there were ships sailing between Nagasaki and
Manilla almost every year, and the Jesuits always used this route in order to
send mail to Europe through the Spanish Empire. There was also some cor-
respondence between the missionaries of the two archipelagos.

Despite the orders issued by Madrid, sometimes ships from Manilla
arrived in Macao, and it was common for Asiatic ships to make the connec-
tion between the two cities. Therefore, it is possible that Macao and Nagasaki
received information about the other city via the Philippines route, but I do
not find many references to this in the Jesuit letters.

Conclusion

In the early years of the 17th century, many nations sailed East Asian
waters - more than usual, we can say. There was consequently intense rivalry -
between Asiatics, between Europeans and later, between the surviving powers.

Macao and Nagasaki had been founded by the Portuguese in the second
half of the 16th century as two major ports of maritime trade, and they grew
quickly while trade was prosperous. Later, the two cities were unable to with-
stand the Dutch attack on the route that connected them, but they were able
to maintain the communication between them. The exceptional conditions of
this period and the strength of Nagasaki’s asiatic links allowed the Portuguese
to find alternative routes for their mail.
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APPENDIX

Voyages between Nagasaki and Macao with documental evidences
(1597-1614)

1597
Macao - Nagasaki:
There was no official voyage from Macao to Nagasaki, probably due to the
martyrdom of  February 25, news of which arrived in Macao in April. It seems
that there was no voyage from Macao to Nagasaki in this year31. On
November 10, Alessandro Valignano S.J. wrote in his letter to the General that
the Bishops Pedro Martins and Luís Cerqueira had done everything they could
to find a way of sending a ship to Japan in this year, but they had failed32.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. The Great Ship of 1596 returned to Macao in March33.
2. A small ship (a soma) sailed to Macao in October, and it arrived there on
November 934; it was rigged by some merchants who had come in the Great
Ship of 1596 and who had remained behind in March, because they had not
sold all their goods at that time35.

1598
Macao - Nagasaki:
1. Captain Nuno de Mendonça sailed for Nagasaki with two junks, on July
1636, and he arrived there on August 5.
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31 Charles Boxer contended that a junk belonging to Francisco Gouveia had sailed from Macao to
Nagasaki, because it left Nagasaki for Macao in February 1598 (See The Great Ship, p. 60). However,
Francisco de Gouveia was an half-caste, probably the son of a Portuguese man and a Japanese woman
(See J.F. Moran,The Japanese and the Jesuits ..., pp. 84-85; António de Morga S.J., Sucesos de las Islas
Filipinas. Crónicas y Memorias, Madrid, 1997, p. 157), who was a citizen of Nagasaki. According to
Francisco Pires S.J. he was sailing to Cambodia, when he brought some missionaries to Macao (See
Monumenta Historica Japoniae I (ed. Josef Franz Schütte SJ) Roma, 1975 (quoted ahead as MHJ), p.
411. Despite the fact that he sailed the China Sea very often there is no evidence that he made a voy-
age from Macao to Nagasaki in 1597. Francisco de Gouveia would die in 1599 in Cambodia (see the
letter of Valignano to the Rector of Manilla (28/10/1599) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 13 II, fl. 351).
32 See ARSI, Jap-Sin 13 I, fl. 87v.
33 The departure was on March 21, according with the Annual Letter of Japan written in October
1597 (See ARSI, Jap-Sin, 52, fl. 304), or on March 25 (See Breve relação do estado de Japão, ARSI,
Jap-Sin, 53, fl. 142).
34 See Annual Letter of Japan (October 1597), ARSI, Jap-Sin, 52, fl. 304 (the arrival of the ship was
added in Macao).
35 See Breve relação do estado de Japão, ARSI, Jap-Sin, 53, fl. 145.



Nagasaki - Macao:
1. In February, the junk of Francisco Gouveia sailed for Macao, and it arrived
there in March37.

2. By the end of October, the smaller junk of Nuno de Mendonça and an
Indian carrack38 sailed for Macao39.

1599
This year, the junk of Nuno de Mendonça departed from Nagasaki on
February 2640 but it sank with all its crew. In June/July Macao did not send
the Great Ship because the tragic destiny of Mendonça41 was not yet known.
10 Jesuits were nominated for the Japanese mission, but they could not make
the voyage this year42.

Macao - Nagasaki:
1. According to Manuel Dias senior, the Rector of the College of Macao, at
the end of the year, the jesuit Pedro Ramón had sailed unexpectedly for
Nagasaki in an asiatic ship43.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. In October some Portuguese who had come from Manilla decided sudden-
ly to rig a small ship (a soma) to sail for Macao. The Jesuits had no time to
write a new Annual Letter, but they sent some correspondence by this ship44.

1600
Macao - Nagasaki:
1. The Great Ship made its voyage between July 13 and August 1345.
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36 See the letter of Bishop Luís Cerqueira to the King (Nagasaki, 24/10/1598). ARSI, Jap-Sin, 13 II,
fl. 201v.
37 See letter of Alessandro Valignano S.J. to the General of the Society of Jesus (1/7/1598), ARSI, Jap-
Sin, 13 I, fl. 136.
38 This ship was sailing from Malacca to Macao, but the pilot erred in the route and went directly to
Nagasaki without touching at any port and it anchored in Nagasaki on August 12 or 14. On October
16, Valignano reported that this ship was going to sail for Macao with the small junk. See ARSI, Jap-
Sin, 13 I, fl. 167.
39 Valignano wrote his last letter of this year on October 25 (See ARSI, Jap-Sin, 13 I, fl. 212-213v).
40 See letter of Manuel Dias senior S.J. to the General of the Society (Macao, 2/1/1600), ARSI, Jap-
Sin, 14 I, fl. 7.
41 See C.R. Boxer,The Great Ship, p. 61; see also the Annual Letter of Macao’s College (17/1/1600)
in CAM, p. 88;.
42 See Ibidem, p. 88.
43 See letter of Manuel Dias senior S.J. to the General of the Society (Macao, 16/1/1600), ARSI, Jap-
Sin, 14 I, fl. 15v.
44 See Annual Letter of 25/10/1600, BA, 49-IV-59, fl. 1.
45 See letter of Baltasar de Torres S.J. to his brother (Nagasaki, 21/9/1600). ARSI, Jap-Sin, 36, fl. 218a.



Nagasaki - Macao:
The Japanese crisis reached its peak in the summer of this year, and it was
decided in the battle of Sekigahara. Trade was affected by the insecurity, and
the Great Ship delayed its return for a few months. In October a soma as
rigged to send information to Macao, but finally the small ship was not in a
condition to sail46.

1601
This year, the Portuguese lost a ship off the Guangdong coast, due to a
typhoon, and two other ships, which were also coming from India, suffered
significant damage. For the first time, Dutch ships came to the China Sea47.

Macao - Nagasaki:
Macao did not send the Great Ship. According to Carlo Spinola, this was
because of a lack of silk; the Jesuit also reported that they had no money to
send a ship with mail to Japan (“para avisar Japão”) 48.
1. However, news of Macao reached Nagasaki by means of a ship that came
from Cochinchina49.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. In March50, the Great Ship sailed for Macao.
2. In October a small ship (a soma)51 was suddenly rigged (”de repente”) by
Portuguese traders who had come from Manilla52.

1602
Macao - Nagasaki:
1. The Great Ship reached the Gotô islands on July 10/1153, therefore it must
have left Macao by the end of June.
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46 See letter of Bishop Luis Cerqueira, ARSI, Jap-Sin, 20 II, fl. 76; letter of Valignano for the Assistant
of Portugal (Nagasaki, 1/2/1601), ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 I, fl. 56
47 See C.R. Boxer,The Great Ship, pp. 62-63. 
48 See letter of Carlo Spinola S.J. to the Assistant of Portugal (Macao, 25/1/1602). ARSI, Jap-Sin, 36,
fl. 147.
49 See letter of Bishop Luís Cerqueira to the Rector of Manilla (Nagasaki, 17/10/1601) ARSI, Jap-Sin,
20 I, fl. 107; letter of Valignano to the General (Nagasaki, 24/10/1601), ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 I, fl. 83.
50 See letter of Valentim de Carvalho S.J. to the Assistant of Portugal (Macao, 29/1/1602). ARSI, Jap-
Sin, 14 I, fl. 99.
51 See letter of Carlo Spinola S.J. to the Assistant of Portugal (Macao, 25/1/1602). ARSI, Jap-Sin, 36,
fl. 147.
52 See the Annual Letter of Japan of 30/9/1601. BL, Add. 9859, fl. 150.
53 See the Annual Letter of Japan of 1/1/1603. BA, 49-IV-59, fl. 79v. Other Jesuit sources confirm the
arrival of the ship in July (see: ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 I, fl. 109; Jap-Sin, 34, fl. 16).



Nagasaki - Macao:
This year, no ship was sent from Nagasaki to Macao. The silk trade was very
difficult54, and the Great Ship delayed its return to China. However this lack
of voyages between the two cities only means a gap of 15 months, because
Macao received news from Nagasaki in November of 1601 and in February
of 1603.

1603
This was one of the most difficult years for the Portuguese interests in East
Asia: the carrack Santa Catarina was captured by the Dutch near Singapore,
en route from Macao to Goa. On July 30th the Great Ship was attacked and
plundered by the Dutch in Macao’s waters. The Portuguese lost more then
900.000 ducats55.

Macao - Nagasaki:
1. On August 18 a patacho was sent to Nagasaki with the news of the Dutch
attacks.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. On January 18, the Great Ship sailed for Macao56.
2. The patacho that had been sent with news to Nagasaki, left this harbour in
the beginning of October57.

1604
Macao - Nagasaki:
1. The Great Ship sailed for Nagasaki in July58.
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54 See C.R. Boxer,The Great Ship ..., pp. 64-67; Michael Cooper S.J., Rodrigues, o intérprete ..., p. 206.
55 See J.F. Moran, op. cit., p. 124.
56 See letters of Bishop Luis Cerqueira to the Assistant of Portugal (Nagasaki, 20 and 25/2/1603)
ARSI, Jap-Sin, 20 II, fl. 158 and 160; these letters were sent by the Philippines route. Later, on
November 12, Valignano, in a letter to the General, would write that he had left Nagasaki on January
18 (see ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 I, fl. 137), which seems to be a mistake.
57 This ship carried across the Annual Letter of Japan of 6/10/1603 (BA, 49-IV-59, fl. 112v-156; ARSI,
Jap-Sin, 54, fl. 168-213v). According to Valignano the ship arrived in Macao before October, 18 (see
letter to the General - Macao, 12/11/1603; ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 I, fl. 138v).
58 See letter of Valignano to the Assistant of Portugal (Macao, 20/1/1605). ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 II, fl. 186v.
59 The ship carried across the Annual Letter of Japan of 23/11/1604 (IAN/TT, Manuscritos da
Livraria, nº 1951; ARSI, Jap-Sin, 55, fl. 61-155). See the Annual Letter of Japan of 20/3/1606 (BA,
49-IV-59, fl. 280). See also the letter of Bishop Luis Cerqueira to the General of the Society of Jesus
(Nagasaki, 10/3/1605). ARSI, Jap-Sin, 21 I, fl. 73.
60 See letter of Valignano to the Assistant of Portugal (Macao, 20/1/1605). ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 II, fl.



Nagasaki - Macao:
1. The Great Ship sailed for Macao by the end of November59 and it arrived
in Macao on December 860.

1605
Macao - Nagasaki:
1. The Great Ship arrived in Nagasaki on August 1861. During its voyage, on
July 24 the ship survived a huge typhoon62, and it weathered yet another, the
worst typhoon in 70 years63, while it was anchored in Nagasaki.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. A junk sailed for Macao by the end of September or in the beginning of
October64.
2. On November 7, a ship with three Portuguese passed close to Macao; these
men sent a message to the city reporting the situation in Japan65.

1606
Macao - Nagasaki:
1. The Great Ship sailed for Nagasaki on July 19; during its voyage it survived
a huge typhoon on July 31 and arrived in Nagasaki on August 1466.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. The Great Ship sailed for Macao by the end of March67.
2. In October, Bishop Cerqueira sent mail to Macao by a ship that was sailing
to Siam, but that would pass by the Chinese harbour68.
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60 See letter of Valignano to the Assistant of Portugal (Macao, 20/1/1605). ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 II,
fl. 186v.
61 See letter of Camilo Constâncio S.J. to the General (Arima, 24/2/1606). ARSI, Jap-Sin, 34, fl. 207v. 
62 See ibidem.
63 See the Annual Letter of Japan of 20/3/1606. BA, 49-IV-59, fl. 282.
64In his letter to the General, Sabatino de Ursis S.J., wrote: “Del Giappone venne il mese de Ottobre
un giunco qual por ordinario sogliemo mandare quando la nave non pove tornare subito.” Macao,
9/2/1606. ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 II, fl. 234.
65 See letter of Valignano to the General (Macao, 12/11/1605) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 II, fl. 249. On March
10, 1606, Bishop Cerqueira referred to the fact that he had sent mail to the Assistant of Portugal in
October of 1605; see ARSI, Jap-Sin, 21 I, fl. 114.
66 See the Annual Letter of Japan of 15/2/1607. BA, 49-IV-59, fl. 319.
67 The ship carried across the Annual Letter of Japan of 20/3/1606 (BA, 49-IV-59, fl. 280-378; Jap-
Sin, 55, fl. 175-289).
68 See letter of Bishop Cerqueira to the General of the Society of Jesus (Nagasaki 20/10/1606) ARSI,
Jap-Sin, 21 I, fl. 119.



1607
Macao - Nagasaki:
The Great Ship did not sail for Macao due to a Dutch blockade69.
1. However, the Jesuits sent mail to Japan via Siam and the Philippines70.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. The Great Ship sailed for Macao in March71.
2. Bishop Cerqueira sent mail to Macao in a ship that sailed for China in
October72.
3. A junk sailed for Macao in November73.

1608
Macao - Nagasaki:
The Great Ship did not sail for Macao due to the Dutch74. Macao faced many
difficulties in running the blockade and the Jesuits in China, feeling the
improbability of communicating with Europe through India, sent this year’s
mail through Japan (“pela via de Japão”)75.

1. Macao sent news by a small ship (a fragata de aviso)76 probably in August.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. In the beginning of March a junk was going to sail for Macao77.
2. The fragata de aviso sailed for Macao a few days after its arrival to
Nagasaki78, probably in September79.
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69 See C.R. Boxer, The Great Ship ..., p. 70.
70 See letter of Diogo Pinto S.J. (Macao, 6/2/1608), ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 II, fl. 306-307. Diogo Pinto adds
that they had received the answer from Japan, probably by one of the ships that sailed directly from
Nagasaki to Macao in that year.
71Bishop Cerqueira wrote to the General of the Society of Jesus on March 1 and informed him that
the Great Ship was going to sail for Macao (ARSI, Jap-Sin, 21 I, fl. 135). 
72 See letter of Bishop Cerqueira to the General (Nagasaki, 10/10/1607). ARSI, Jap-Sin, 21 I, fl. 145.
73 See letter of Bishop Cerqueira to the Assistant of Portugal (Nagasaki, 10/11/1607). ARSI, Jap-Sin,
21 I, fl. 155.
74 See letter of Bishop Cerqueira to the Assistant of Portugal (Nagasaki, 15/10/1608) ARSI, Jap-Sin,
21 I, fl. 170.
75 See letter of Manuel Dias senior S.J. to the General (Nancham, 19/4/1609) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 14 II, fl.
330. They expected that the mail would go to Europe through the Philippines.
76 See letter of Bishop Cerqueira to the Assistant of Portugal (Nagasaki, 15/10/1608) ARSI, Jap-Sin,
21 I, fl. 169. See also the Annual Letter of Japan of 14/3/1609; ARSI, Jap-Sin, 56, fl. 1.
77See letter of Bishop Cerqueira to the General (Nagasaki, 5/3/1608) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 21 II, fl. 163. It
carried across the Annual Letter of Japan of 25/2/1608 (see ARSI, Jap-Sin, 55, fl. 366).
78 See the Annual Letter of Japan of 14/3/1609 (ARSI, Jap-Sin, 56, fl. 1).
79 On March 5, 1609, Bishop Cerqueira informed the General that he had written to him twice in the
previous year: in September and in October (ARSI, Jap-Sin, 21 II, fl. 190).



3. A ship sailed for Macao by the end of October80.

1609
Macao - Nagasaki:
1. The Great Ship arrived in Nagasaki by the end of June, probably on the
29th. It took 45 days to complete the voyage, because it left Macao very early
in order to escape the Dutch blockade81.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. In the beginning of November, a small ship (a fragatinha) sailed for
Macao82.

1610
On January 6, the Great Ship sank near Nagasaki after three days of fighting
against Japanese troops under the orders of Tokugawa Ieyasu83.

Macao - Nagasaki:
This year, neither ships from Macao, nor from Manilla came to Japan84.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. A ship sailed for Macao, probably in March85, with the traders who were
not in the Great Ship when it was attacked by the Japanese86.

1611
A junk sailed from Macao for Nagasaki on July 1087, but it was wrecked in a
storm off the Fujian coast, and the survivors were killed by the Chinese88; one
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80 See Ibidem. It sailed after October 25; see letter of Bishop Cerqueira to the Assistant of Portugal
(Nagasaki, 25/10/1608) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 21 I, fl. 169.
81 Bishop Cerqueira, in a letter of 15/10/1609, informed the Assistant of Portugal that he had received
news from Europe through India in July of this year (see ARSI, Jap-Sin, 21 II, fl. 204). It was, undoubt-
edly, in the first days of the month. According to Hubert Cieslik S.J. The Great Ship arrived in
Nagasaki on June 29, and it had departed from Macau on May 16 (see H. Cieslik S.J. “The case of
Christovão Ferreira”, in Monumenta Nipponica, Tokyo, nº 29, 1974, pp. 1-54, p. 3). See also the
Annual Letter of Japan of 15/3/1610 (ARSI, Jap-Sin, 56, fl. 165), and na account about the Dominican
activities in Japan (BA, 49-IV-60, fl. 9).
82 Bishop Cerqueira refers to this ship in his letter to the Assistant of Portugal of 15 October (see
ARSI, Jap-Sin, 21 II, fl. 204), and later, on February 28, 1610, Afonso de Lucena S.J. mentioned that
he had sent a letter to the Assistant of Portugal in November 1609 (see ARSI, Jap-Sin, 21 II, fl. 207).
83 See C.R. Boxer, The Great Ship ..., pp. 71-77.
84 See the Annual Letter of Japan of 13/3/1611 (ARSI, Jap-Sin, 57, fl. 1); see also MHJ, p. 420.
85 There are a number of letters from Jesuits which were written in the first days of this month.
86 See C.R. Boxer, The Great Ship ..., pp. 78-79.
87 See the Annual Letter of Macao’s College (1/11/1611) in CAM, p. 134; letter of João Rodrigues
tçuzzu S.J. to the General (Canton, 25/1/1612) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 15 I, fl. 100v.

 



of them was Rui Barreto S.J., who had sailed for Macao in April with mes-
sages from the citizens of Nagasaki, and from the Jesuits, in order to reopen
the trade between the two cities89.

Macao - Nagasaki:
1. A small ship (a chô90) sailed for Nagasaki91, probably in June.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. In April, Rui Barreto sailed for Macao in a small ship that would pass by
that city92.
2. Another ship brought news from Nagasaki before October 3193.

1612
Macao - Nagasaki:
1. In July, two ships sailed for Nagasaki - the Great Ship and a small galleon
de aviso94; the Great Ship arrived in Nagasaki on August 1795.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. A ship sailed for Macao on March 2296. One of the passengers was
Francesco Pasio S.J., the new visitor of the Japanese Province, who was taking
with him messages from Tokugawa Ieyasu expressing his desire to continue
Portuguese-Japanese trade 97.

2. The small galleon which came with the Great Ship sailed for Macao before
October 2298.
3. By the end of October a Chinese ship sailed for Macao99.
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88 See C.R. Boxer, The Great Ship ..., p. 80; letter of João Rodrigues Girão S.J. to the Assistant of
Portugal (Nagasaki, 20/11/1612) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 15 I, fl. 193.
89 See letter of Bishop Cerqueira to the King (Nagasaki, 11/3/1611) RAH, Cortes, 9/2666, fl. 255v;
see also letter of Diogo de Mesquita S.J. to the General (Nagasaki, 24/3/1611) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 36, fl.
12v-13.
90 See MHJ, p. 421.
91 See C.R. Boxer, The Great Ship ..., pp. 79-80.
92 See letter of Diogo de Mesquita S.J. to the General (Nagasaki, 6/4/1611) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 36, fl. 14.
93 On November 1, it was already known in Macao that the junk of Rui Barreto had not arrived in
Japan. See the Annual Letter of Macao’s College (1/11/1611) in CAM, p. 134.
94 According to Mateus de Couros S.J., the Great Ship arrived in August, before the small galleon. See
letter to the General (Nagasaki, 8/10/1612) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 35, fl. 3v.
95 See MHJ, p. 422.
96 See MHJ, p. 1266.
97 See letter of Bishop Luís Cerqueira to António Colaço S.J. procurator of the Japanese mission in
Madrid. RAH, Cortes, 9/2666, fl. 267-270.
98 See letter of Mateus de Couros S.J. to the General (Nagasaki, 22/10/1612) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 35, fl. 8.
99 See Ibidem.



1613
Macao - Nagasaki:
There were no direct voyages from Macao to Nagasaki. 
However the Jesuits received information through Siam and the Philippines. In
October 1613 they already knew that Francesco Pasio S.J. had died in Macao
on August 30, 1612100.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. The Great Ship sailed for Macao in March. Francisco Luís S.J. embarked
because the sailors required the presence of a priest aboard to hear confes-
sions, because they were afraid of Dutch attacks101.
2. In August or in September a small ship sailed for Macao102.
3. On October 7, a small ship (a chô) sailed for Macao103.
4. Another ship sailed for Macao a few days after October 13104.

1614
Macao - Nagasaki:
1. The Great Ship sailed for Nagasaki, probably in July. 

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. Macao was informed of Tokugawa Ieyasu’s law decreeing the expulsion of
the clergymen by the way of Cochinchina105.
2. In November, three junks sailed for Macao, with the exiled missionaries.

1615
Macao - Nagasaki:
In Jesuit documents we find references to other ships that could have made the
voyage between Macao and Nagasaki. On May 12, Afonso de Lucena S.J.
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100 See letter of Jerónimo Rodrigues S.J. to the General (Nagasaki, 4/10/1613) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 15
II, fl. 303.
101”[...] porque se arreceavam de encontrar com duas naus de holandeses que cá estão para terem um
padre para se confessarem.” Letter of Afonso de Lucena S.J. to the Assistant of Portugal (10/3/1613)
ARSI, Jap-Sin, 15 II, fl. 240.
102 On October 15, Manuel Barreto informed that he had come to Macao by a small ship because
the Great Ship had not sailed for Japan; see letter to the General (Macao, 15/10/1613) ARSI, Jap-Sin,
34, fl. 127.
103 See letter of Bishop Luis Cerqueira to the General of the Society of Jesus (Nagasaki, 13/10/1613)
ARSI, Jap-Sin, 21 II, fl. 300.
104 See Ibidem. On October 5, Gabriel de Matos S.J. informed that two small ships were going to sail
for Macao very soon (ARSI, Jap-Sin, 15 II, fl. 309).
105 See ARSI, Jap-Sin, 16 II, fl.115.



expected the arrival of a Japanese junk coming from Siam whose captain had
promised to pass by Macao to bring some priests to Japan106.
In August, a junk with Portuguese traders was captured by the Dutch in the
vicinity of the Japanese coast107.
1. The Great Ship sailed for Nagasaki in July108 and it arrived in Nagasaki in
August109.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. The Great Ship sailed for Macao in March110.
2. According to Afonso de Lucena, some Chinese traders brought letters to
Macao from the missionaries in Japan111.
3. According to Mateus de Couros S.J. the Jesuits in Cochinchina sent news to
Macao about the war between the shogunate and Toyotomi Hideyori, that
they had heard from Japanese sailors112.

1616
Macao - Nagasaki:
The Great Ship did not sail for Nagasaki, despite the fact that it was ready to
set sail113.
1. On September 11 Richard Cocks, the factor of the EIC in Hirado, already
knew that the Great Ship would not come this year; the news had come from
Manilla114.
2. Japanese ships which passed by Macao carried across letters to the missio-
naries in Japan115.
3. Other Japanese ships which had passed by Macao had brought some dojuku
back to Japan116.
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106 See ARSI, Jap-Sin, 16 II, fl. 183.
107 See letter of João Rodrigues Girão S.J. to Gabriel de Matos S.J. (Macao, 25/1/1616) ARSI, Jap-
Sin, 16 II, fl. 291; see also letter of Jerónimo Rodrigues S.J. to the General (Nagasaki, 20/3/1616)
ARSI, Jap-Sin, 16 I, fl. 307.
108 See letter of Giacomo Giannone S.J. to the General (Macao, 26/1/1616) ARSI, Jap-Sin 35, fl. 205.
109 See letter of Jerónimo Rodrigues S.J. to the General (Nagasaki, 1/3/1616) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 16 I, fl.
299v; see also the Annual Letter of Japan of 15/3/1616 (ARSI, Jap-Sin, 58, fl. 285v).
110 See ARSI, Jap-Sin, 58, fl. 410.
111 See letter of Afonso de Lucena S.J. to the General (Macao, 6/1/1616) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 16 I, fl. 260.
112 See letter of Mateus de Couros S.J. to the General (Nagasaki, 15/2/1616) ARSI, Jap-Sin 35, fl. 49.
113 See letter of Afonso de Lucena to the Assistant of Portugal (Macao, 2/6/1616) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 16
I, fl. 312; see also letter of Giacomo Giannone S.J. to the Assistant of Italy (Macao, 6/8/1616) ARSI,
Jap-Sin, 35, fl. 208.
114 See C.R. Boxer, The Great Ship ..., p. 89.
115 See letter of Francisco Pacheco S.J. to the Assistant of Portugal (Japan, 2/10/1616) ARSI, Jap-Sin
36, fl. 104.
116 See letter of Carlo Spinola S.J. to the General (Nagasaki, 15/3/1617) ARSI, Jap-Sin 36, fl. 185.



Nagasaki - Macao:
1. The Great Ship sailed for Macao by the end of the winter. It was in danger
off the Chinese coast117; it probably arrived in Macau in April118.
2. António de Sousa S.J. was sent to Macao through the Cochinchina route119.

1617
On October 11, Afonso de Lucena S.J. refers to the fact that there was much
correspondence between the Japanese Jesuits in Macao and their friends and
relatives in Japan120.

Macao - Nagasaki:
1. The Great Ship arrived in Japan by the end of June121.
2. On July 16, visitor Francisco Vieira S.J., sent a letter to Europe in a ship that
was going to sail for Japan; the letter would then be sent to Manilla and sub-
sequently would follow the American route 122.
3. Five Jesuits coming from the Cochinchina arrived in Japan in November123.

Nagasaki - Macao:
1. A ship sailed for Macao in September124.
2. A galliot sailed for Macao on October 14125.
3. Five Jesuits coming from the Cochinchina arrived in Macao126.

1618
The last Great Ship sailed for Macao probably in March127.
In the summer of this year, for the first time, Macao sent a fleet of six galliots,
instead of a great galleon128.
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117 See the Annual Letter of Macao’s College (8/1/1617) in CAM, p. 163.
118 In September, Lucena remarked that the last news from Japan had arrived in April. See letter of
Afonso de Lucena S.J. to the Assistante of Portugal (Macao, 21/9/161) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 17, fl. 12v.
119 See letter of Jerónimo Rodrigues S.J. to the General (Nagasaki, 26/3/1617) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 17, fl. 76.
120 See letter of Afonso de Lucena S.J. to the Assistant of Portugal (Macao, 11/10/1617) ARSI, Jap-
Sin, 17, fl. 97v.
121 See C.R. Boxer, The Great Ship ..., p. 91.
122 See letter of Francisco Vieira S.J. to the General (Macao, 16/7/1617) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 17, fl. 84.
123 See ARSI, Jap-Sin,, 58, fl. 410v.
124 On October 12, Francisco Pires S.J., who was in Macao, informed the Assistant of Portugal that
the Great Ship had escaped from the Dutch vessels, and that business was doing very well in Nagasaki.
See ARSI, Jap-Sin, 17, fl. 101.
125See letter of Francisco Vieira S.J. to the General (Macao, 17/12/1617) ARSI, Jap-Sin, 17, fl. 113.
126 See the Annual Letter of Macao’s College (8/1/1618) in CAM, p. 166.
127 According to Mateus de Couros S.J., on February 25th, the Great Ship would sail very soon (see
ARSI, Jap-Sin, 35, fl. 77), but it had not yet arrived in Macao, on April 8 (see letter of Afonso de
Lucena S.J. to the Assistant of Portugal, ARSI, Jap-Sin, 17, fl. 139.
128 See C.R. Boxer, The Great Ship ..., pp. 95-97.
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Abstract

This article analyses the communication system between Macao and
Nagasaki in the early 17th century (1597-1617), and it has a list of all the occasions
that messages were sent from one city to the other according with Jesuit sources.
The intensity of communication shows that Macao and Nagasaki kept in touch very
often although the Portuguese trade in the China Sea was then in crisis. Nagasaki
had less difficulties to send mail because it was not so dependent of Portuguese navi-
gation as Macao.

Resumo

Neste artigo analisamos o sistema de comunicações entre Macau e Nagasaki
no início do século XVII (1597-1617) e identificamos todas as ocasiões em que as
duas cidades comunicaram entre si, de acordo com a documentação produzida pelos
religiosos da Companhia de Jesus. A intensidade das comunicações mostra que ape-
sar das dificuldades por que passava o comércio português no Mar da China, Macau
e Nagasaki encontraram meios alternativos para comunicarem frequentemente entre
si. Foram menores as dificuldades sentidas por Nagasaki para o envio de correio,
pois esta cidade não estava tão dependente da navegação lusa quanto Macau. 
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