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Rafael Valladares, 

Castilla y Portugal en Asia (1580-1680). Declive imperial y adaptación,
Louvain, Leuven University Press, «Avisos de Flandes» Collection, 2001,
XVII+143 p/, 2 engravings, bibliography, indices.

This work by Rafael Valladares, Castilla y Portugal en Asia (1580-
1680). Declive imperial y adaptación, is the seventh volume of the Avisos de
Flandes collection, published under the aegis of the Modern History Section
of the Department of History of the University of Louvain, a collection that
has a distinctly Hispano-American thrust. The author of this work belongs to
a new generation of Spanish historians, who, in the footsteps of Fernando
Bouza Álvarez, have focused upon relations between Portugal and Spain
during the period of the union of the two Iberian kingdoms, an era which is
also known as “Philippine Rule”. 

In his works, Rafael Valladares has explored the question of the
Restoration of 1640, focusing especially upon its implications in America and
Brazil, as is evident from the titles of his studies, amongst which one can high-
light: “El Brasil y la Indias españolas durante la sublevación de Portugal
(1640-1668)” (Cuadernos de Historia Moderna, 14 (1993), pp. 151-172);
Felipe IV y la Restauración de Portugal (Málaga, 1994); “Poliarquia de
mercaderes: Castilla y la presencia comercial portuguesa en la América
española (1595-1645)”; (La burguesia española en la Edad Moderno, Tome 2,
Valladolid, 1996, pp. 605-622). 

The book in question consists of an “Introduction” and 5 chapters,
namely: 1. «Por tierra de Felipe»; 2. «Indias del este y del oeste (1580-1620)»;
3. «La Unión de Armas en Oriente (1620-1640)»; 4. «Doble repliege sin alter-
nativas (1640-1670)»; and 5. «Desencanto y leyenda». The chronological
sequence printed in the work plan prevents us, however, from making an inven-
tory, howsoever brief, of the innumerable issues dealt with in each of these
chapters (later in this article one shall enumerate some of these questions).

Even though this work intends to cover the century that began with
the Iberian Union, the author’s previous career graph has greatly influenced
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the chronological time span of his exploration of Luso-Spanish relations in Asia.
Considered to be too far back in time, the Iberian rivalry over the question of the
Moluccas and the establishment of the Spanish presence in the Philippines is,
thus, excluded, a fact that does not fail to surprise the reader, given that it is a
subject that is mentioned so often by historiography written in Spanish. However,
the first topic that the author deals with in some detail is, in fact, an examination
of the Persian question that resulted in the fall of Hormuz and of the reformist
policies that followed in its wake. Thus, the end of the second decade of the 17th

century can be considered to be the chronological limit for the purposes of this
book. One easily comprehends that the author has been obliged to proceed in this
manner in order to make the most of results of prior investigations realized in the
fields of American and Atlantic history and research connected with the state of
colonial affairs that preceded the Restoration of 1640.

In the Introduction (pp. v-xii), after pondering upon the fact that the
Spanish continue to be in the dark about their Asian empire that was lost in
1898 – in truth, they do not really know any other apart from the Philippines
with its network of relations with America and the Far East, the author intro-
duces us to a large number of questions, amongst which one inevitably finds
issues linked with the Iberian “image” of Asia. This does not, however, consti-
tute one of the main threads of the work and, in fact, it is rather hard to
exactly define what the book’s main vertices are. 

Valladares diverges from the traditional position, that continues to be
almost unanimously adopted by recent historiography about the Portuguese
Empire, according to which the Spaniards barely played an intervening role
in the history of the Portuguese colonies, if we exclude the much discussed
question of having acquired them powerful enemies. The author formulates
this premise in the following terms: “It is hard to believe, as has been often
inferred, that a regime such as that of the Hapsburgs would make its presence
felt in Portugal to the point of causing a secession, whilst the rest of the
Empire managed to maintain itself highly autonomous, except for suffering
the persecution of Madrid’s enemies”. He then proceeds to affirm that:
“However, the Spanish archives (which Boxer, for example, did not consult),
reveal information that allude to a very different reality or, at least, to
different nuances. One historian, who has intermingled these nuances, albeit
to an excessive degree, was the South African S. R. Welch, who opined that
the interests of Spain and Portugal “demanded – instead of the breach of
1640 – a friendly alliance”. This book defends a somewhat similar notion,
although based upon very different presuppositions than those proffered by
Welch” (p. viii).

Manuel Lobato



145

This contention is not very promising, firstly because Valladares
himself makes an exceedingly parsimonious use of the materials preserved in
the Spanish archives, a fact that, however, he himself acknowledges when he
admits to having favoured printed sources over manuscripts (p. v). It is a pity,
because in this manner one does not perceive in which archives one can find
material that is sufficiently important – both in terms of quality as well as
quantity – to enable us to review, as the author would like to, the vision of
traditional historiography. In truth, if we leave aside a large number of manus-
cripts from the Arquivo General de Simancas, the majority of which belong to
the Conselho de Estado, we observe that the other ten archives that are
included in the list of “Abbreviations” (p.118) – amongst which one finds
included the Arquivo Nacional da Torre do Tombo (Lisbon) and the
Biblioteca Pública of Évora – have contributed, between them, a mere twenty
or so documents, some of which have already been published. This is, for
example, the case of the Livro (…) do Estado da Índia Oriental, attributed to
the chronicler António Bocarro, which has already seen two Portuguese
editions, both of which Valladares is aware of, given that he refers to a
“modern edition of 1992”, which is to be found in the final bibliography, but
which he did not, however, utilize, preferring instead the Spanish manuscript
version preserved in the Biblioteca Nacional de Madrid (ms. 1190). However,
one of the four documents cited by Valladares, stated to belong to the same
library, is a booklet (once again a printed edition), that appears cited in the
bibliography with the brief indication that it is a Memorial by Pedro de Baeza,
who Valladares considers to have been a Castilian, contrary to the opinions of
other authors, who affirm that the writer was a Portuguese merchant who is,
in fact, even stated to be a “native of Portugal” in the Catálogo of Torres
Lanzas (doc. 8569). 

On the other hand, the fact that we are dealing with a work that,
according to what the author himself states in the excerpt given above,
espouses Sydney Welch’s thesis of a “friendly alliance” between the Portuguese
and Spanish during the period of the so called Iberian Union, does not cease
to surprise us. It is even more astonishing considering that Prof. Magalhães
Godinho has already demonstrated, in an article published almost a half
century ago (“Os Portugueses e a África meridional”, Ensaios, II, Lisbon, Sá
da Costa, 2nd Edition, 1978, pp. 370-427, Révue Historique translation, t.
CCIX Paris, 1953, fasc. 2, pp. 335-339), the fallacies of the theoretical and
methodological presuppositions underlying Welch’s voluminous work. Charles
Boxer made a similar warning in an article about the “História Trágico-Marí-
tima”, inserted in the bibliography (“An Introduction to the História Trágico-
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Marítima”, Miscelânea de Estudos em honra do Professor Hernani Cidade.
Revista da Faculdade de Letras, University of Lisbon, 3rd Series, 1, Lisbon,
1957, p. 97, reprinted in From Lisbon to Goa, 1500-1750: Studies in
Portuguese Maritime Expansion, Collected Studies Series, Hampshire, Variorum
Reprints,  1990), in which he refers to another review of Welch’s work: “For
an effective exposure of S. R. Welch’s crude distortions see C. R. Boxer’s
review in African Studies (March, 1953), pp. 31-7”. Valladares, realising that
Welch’s approach is untenable, only approves of the title – Portuguese Rule
and the Spanish Crown in South Africa 1581-1640 – without noticing that it
is, in fact, a transposition of the prevalent habitual periodization of reigns
unto the African scenario, given that the Spanish crown did not particularly
affect the Portuguese presence in South Africa. 

However, despite everything, this is not the only reason for which
historians specialising in the Portuguese presence in Mozambique and Eastern
Africa, Welch’s favourite domains, from the 60’s onwards (thus, even prior to
the extinction of the officious and colonial historiography of the Estado Novo),
ceased to consult the work of this South African historian. They did not find
interpretations in the book upon which they could base their personal points of
view, nor material that was capable of being useful for new studies. It is
obvious that Valladares was attracted to the work – in reality, quite a trap - by
the title of Welch’s book, which would seem to support the concept that he
avows, that an innovative bibliography should be realised (Introduction, p. ix).
This is a notion which we are, in no way, opposed to, except if this biblio-
graphic quest makes us liable to fall into the ways of a self taught person, with
an evident lack of training in the area of studies about Portuguese colonisation.
Not that Valladares is such an individual, evidently, but with regard to the
Portuguese bibliography, he has proceeded in much the same way as a student,
without a master to guide him through the labyrinth of extant studies, would,
indiscriminately utilising everything that he can lay his hands upon. The author
himself acknowledge this when he states that, “I have spent months anxiously
waiting for books and articles from deliciously remote places such as Japan or
India” (p. ix).

In effect, he did not limit himself to consulting the “not very innova-
tive bibliography, that is to say, that which is generally available” that, in his
opinion, was what Sanjay Subrahmanyam put together while writing his
already classic (even though very recent) work, The Portuguese Empire in Asia
(1500-1700). Valladares wanted to go even further and, in fact, his conside-
rable effort to acquaint himself with the more important works and authors
who have written about the Portuguese Empire in the Orient is praiseworthy.
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Amongst these authors, one comes across important names such as Magalhães
Godinho, L. F. Thomaz, Teodoro de Matos, Anthony Disney, George Winius,
Teotónio de Souza, Brian de Souza, João Paulo Costa, Rui Loureiro and Cata-
rina Santos, amongst others, in addition to the already cited S. Subrah-
manyam. One could hardly expect more from such profuse and – possibly –
hurried readings, and Valladares even provides us with a theoretical construction
of the Portuguese bibliography upon which his study is based.

If a bibliography cannot be considered to be a reflection of a work, the
bibliography that Valladares has put together about the Estado da India is, at
the very least, disconcerting and undoubtedly is the reason for the unequal
treatment that he apportions to Luso-Asiatic questions. One often comes
across lacunae, as well as a surfeit of lesser authors, some of which are down-
right spurious. In effect, to cite only a few examples that immediately spring
to mind, one finds the study by Father Videira Pires about relations between
Macao and Manila absent from the list, as are any one of the innumerable
works by Father Manuel Teixeira, where one finds abundant information
about this and other issues of interest for Valladares’ work. The book by
Conceição Flores, which deals with the Spanish and Portuguese involvement
in the kingdom of Siam is, likewise, missing.

Valladares laments the lack of Portuguese editorial activity with regard
to publishing sources about the Empire in the Orient. It appears that by this,
he is referring to the dearth of large documental collections similar to those
that have been published in Spain from the second half of the 19th century
onwards. However, other collections do exist, in addition to the three that he
has referred to (p. vi), apart from the collections that have gathered together
sources pertaining to Eastern Africa, a region that was part of the Estado da
Índia until 1752, of which three collections, comprising of a total of 21
volumes, have been published. Likewise, there exist other collections of
missionary and Jesuit documentation, an impressive mass of documents in
themselves (consisting of more than 40 volumes), that brings together corres-
pondence written mainly (though not exclusively) in the Portuguese language.
As for the rest, one collection more or one collection less of documents would
make little difference to one who has not consulted the available chroniclers.
We searched in vain for the Décadas of Diogo do Couto and António Bocarro,
a lacuna that is even more lamentable given that Couto appears to be one of
the few contemporary writers who alludes to the sentiments of the nobility in
the Estado da Índia with regard to the loss of independence.

Likewise, it is also certainly not due to the fact of declaring himself to
be an adept of an innovative bibliography, as he has affirmed, that Valladares
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has ignored the Livro das Cidades e Fortalezas, a work that has become an
almost obligatory reference for all those who are studying the Estado da Índia,
ever since it was first published in 1952 by Mendes da Luz, the then Lecturer of
Portuguese in Madrid. The absence of this work constitutes an important lacuna
in a study that deals with the Portuguese Empire in the Orient during Philippine
rule, considering that this report, authored by a high ranking Portuguese official
who remained anonymous, was penned with a view to describe this empire to
Philip II, who had just been acclaimed King in the Courts of Tomar in 1581.

Some inaccuracies in details, even though of relatively minor impor-
tance, confirm the fact that we are dealing with a work written by an author
who, unlike other historians who have explored this theme – such as Manel
Ollé -, is not a specialist in the field of the Spanish presence in the Orient. The
inadequacies appear in assertions such as those where he states that André de
Urdaneta would have spared no efforts to return to the Orient (p. 5), when it
is a well known fact that he embarked for the Philippines in complete igno-
rance of the contents of the secret instructions about his true destination,
apart from which he had already publicly taken a stance against the Spanish
occupation of these islands, considering them to be an integral part of the
Portuguese sphere of influence. In a similar fashion, one finds blunders even
in areas that are more familiar territory for the author. For example, while
suggesting that the Restoration sought to resolve the problem of the economic
decline that had affected the Iberian monarchies during the 17th century and
that Portugal would only recover from this decline when it began to exploit
the gold of Brazil (p. 93), Valladares seems to forget that the problems that
affected both these countries were not coincidental and that the economic
crisis of the Atlantic and Brazil – the very same crisis that would recover with
Brazilian gold – was the result of an evolution of events that took place three
decades after the separation of their respective trajectories in 1640.

Inevitably, any work with such comprehensive characteristics, about a
question that is only now just beginning to be explored, could not help but
recapitulate the biographies, some of which are exceedingly well known and
have already been studied, of Portuguese figures who distinguished themselves
for the services that they rendered to the Spanish crown. This is the case of the
explorer Pedro Fernandes de Queirós (pp. 18-19), to whom the author, despite
the succinct treatment meted out to this individual, devotes much more space
than, for example, that which he allocates to the Luso-Castilian projects to
conquer Siam and Cambodia (p. 17).

The reader will undoubtedly wonder why it is only at the end of three
dozen pages that the author finally alludes to the question of a comparison
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between the different Iberian “overseas models” (p. 21), when, in our opinion,
one would expect this to be the central issue dealt with in a work about
Portuguese and Spanish Asia. Apart from models, in our opinion, also rival-
ries, complementing aspects, balances and collaborations, in areas ranging
from political to religious affairs, and social to economic spheres, as well as
the realm of mental and ideological representations, would have been a more
useful and consistent set of problems. Because much more than dealing with
events, the enormous wealth of extant documents, both by means of its
studied silences as well as by its verbosity, configures the different records in
which the discourse is situated. This discourse, even when it is presented as
being Iberian, as one observes in the official accounts produced between 1581
and 1640, does not cease to be sometimes characteristically Portuguese, and
on other occasions distinctly Spanish. In one case or another, these discourses
echo the arguments that are inherent therein and condemn those arguments
that are alien.

While pondering upon the existence of a “Hispanic monarchy” (Intro-
duction, p. xi) in Asia, the author does not shrink from delineating a thesis that
is intended to be innovative but which, in reality, does not go beyond being a
fundamental premise that he is unable to sustain throughout the length of the
work. Thus, the issues are approached from the perspective of the discourses
emanating from circles which were close to the central authorities, or rather, as
they were viewed from Madrid, with the accompanying paraphernalia of
expressions that would be far more suitable to studies pertaining to chanceries
and relations between the “courts” of Europe – the “Hapsburgs”, the “Avis”,
the “Braganças” etc. A grass roots vision, i.e., the viewpoint when seen from
the Philippines and the Estado da Índia itself is very obviously lacking. 

Basically, he fails to place it in the perspective that is nowadays so
necessary for studies about any empire, that is to say, a vision of the empire
from within the empire itself, based on one of the parts that make up the
whole. As a consequence, one observes that he resorts to stray and episodic
narratives, as a means of extending the scope of the components of Portuguese
Asia: the financial situation (pp. 16-17), Spanish recuperation of the Moluccas
(pp. 20-25), the Japanese embassy to Madrid (pp. 27-29), the religious and
Jesuit question around the issue of royal patronage (pp. 29-34), the crisis of
Hormuz (pp. 37-49), the creation of a Company for trade with India (pp. 50-
53), the Luso-Spanish “Union of Arms” (pp.53-57), the anti-Spanish actions
on the part of the Jesuits (pp. 57-63), the fall of Portuguese possessions (pp.
65-66 and 74-75), the post-Restoration crisis in Macao (pp. 67-72), the
“Rojas Plan”, or the unsuccessful Spanish initiative to create a new trading
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company for the Portuguese Indies (pp. 83-89). The cement that binds these
components together is the picture painted by the author of a Portuguese
empire in the Orient, which did not have any remedies for its various ailments
– which could be dated back to a period prior to the Iberian Union and would
persist well beyond the Union. This is a thesis that he explores briefly in the
entire work, but one cannot affirm with any degree of certainty that he truly
develops the argument throughout the length of the book.

This is, however, a work aimed at a Spanish speaking public, for
which reason, amongst other considerations, he approaches the issues accor-
ding to the formats that are habitual to Spanish historiography. Having been
developed based upon a historiographical tradition with strong juridical and
legal components, accustomed to an imperial and American context noted for
more or less transparent relations between power – state power, bureaucratic
power and hierarchies – and society, Spanish historiography, of which
Valladares is a good example, does not appear to be very comfortable when
dealing with concepts such as a “shadow empire” – which, as a matter of fact,
it does not use – and all the other aspects that pertain to the “informal” realities
of the Portuguese Diaspora in Asia. 

In a certain way, this results in a somewhat equivocal attitude with
respect to the delimitation of public and private spheres in the Orient. The
difficulty in comprehending the weight that private interests – including even
those of the representatives of the Crown themselves - carried in the affairs of
Estado da Índia, as well as the importance of the collaboration (that was
sometimes very close) between these elements and the Luso-Asiatic communi-
ties that were more or less distant and autonomous in relation to Goa, induces
Valladares to attribute a systematic boycott of directives issued by the central
authorities on the part of the Goan elite, irrespective of whether these direc-
tives emanated from Lisbon, before and after the Iberian Union, or from
Madrid during the period in which the latter held sway.

And, despite acknowledging that the viewpoint from Goa presented
by European travellers does not go beyond a mere “caricature” (p. 95),
Valladares’ deliberations upon the Indo-Portuguese nobility, which he cites as
being the principal element responsible for the Crown’s incapacity to under-
take a reformation of the Estado da Índia, reflect a vision that, apart from
being prejudiced, does not serve to clarify matters.

It does not occur to him, for example, that the, more or less passive,
resistance to the central authorities was a structuring aspect in not just the
Orient but also in other areas of the Portuguese Empire, although it was
undoubtedly in the East that the impotence of public authorities was most
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evident. The author fails to consider the debates that took place in the mid
16th century about whether to maintain or abandon the Estado da Índia, nor
does he keep in mind that it was the interests connected with the lucrative
Carreira da Índia and the need to allocate public posts in Asia to remunerate
the service of the aristocracy that, at the end of the day, decided the issue in
favour of the preservation of the Estado. On the other hand, Valladares exag-
gerates the economic might of this aristocracy, taking into consideration that
the commercial opening of Bahia to the ships of the Carreira da Índia, that he
cites as an example of this might, does not postulate an elevated economic
potential but, rather, an accentuated mercantile crisis on the part of the Goan
merchants, that such an opening sought to remedy.

Thus, the difficulty that the author feels in classifying the nature of the
Estado da Índia – much closer to a network of positions and interests rather
than a veritable empire - is patently obvious. This has induced him to embark
upon this thesis – already commented upon so many times – of the decadence
of the empire, given credence to the citations that, with a certain dose of rhet-
oric, exult in the near extinction of the Estado in the final decades of the 17th

century. Although this tone of epilogue is not totally unwarranted by the facts,
we would prefer to find a more elucidative text in its stead, that could guide
the reader through the watershed events of this decadence, thus supplying one
with the indispensable elements for the reader to also be able to accompany the
judgements that the author makes about the situation that prevailed in this
period. It is not enough to state, for example, that the Estado da Índia was
finished by 1683 (p. 96). It is also necessary to trace the political evolution of
the Indian subcontinent in the light of which the Maratha threat that hung like
the sword of Damocles over Goa – and is never even mentioned by Valladares
– becomes understandable.

In spite of the fact that many of the questions are dealt with accom-
panied by a profusion of detail gathered in the course of the quest for infor-
mation, the reader would benefit from a more descriptive and systematic
work, rather than a judgmental and essay like study. This is, however, the path
that Valladares has chosen to tread. Given this, it would then have been neces-
sary to take some basic precautions, the primary one being to adopt a more
equidistant position both in regard to the preoccupations reflected in the
Portuguese sources themselves as well as, and especially, from the Spanish
point of view, given that, naturally, the author is inclined towards this latter
viewpoint and, properly speaking, he ends up by subscribing to it. However,
it is not enough to merely dress old questions in new robes – even if they may
be decked out with the “representations” that are so much in vogue – for the
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discourses contained in the sources to be critically rehabilitated and, without
further ado, be endorsed to the less wary reader.

The Portuguese reader will detect, here and there, a certain anti-
Portuguese attitude that, properly speaking, ends up by dictating the tone of
the book. Possessed by a truly interpretative ardour, the author, was not able
to avoid a somewhat tendentious selection of the materials utilised, to which
he has further added a certain ambiguity in his treatment of the issues, oscil-
lating continually between two formats which, although clearly distinct, are
not presented to us as such: the first format, that of the discourse as it was
produced, is reproduced by resorting to the indispensable quotation marks,
only to be summarised immediately thereafter, evidently without quotation
marks. A second format, which very often is confused with the first, is that of
the interpretation offered by Valladares himself. This methodological exercise,
that places the reader in the difficult position of rarely knowing who says
exactly what, is taken to the very extreme by the author when he attributes a
surreptitious intent to a Castilian work, penned four decades after the
Restoration of 1640, which lauded the heroic feats of the Portuguese in the
Orient: “extolling the past triumphs of a rival populace could be the most
direct manner of denigrating, by contrast, its ignominious present” (p. 101).

The work in question, conceived of as an extended essay, constitutes
reflections upon facts that the author has selected and grouped together –
albeit with inconsistent success – in relation with the purposes of his exposi-
tion, by which, in spite of an undeniable wealth of information, the reader
shall seek in vain an integrated, organised and elucidative content that one
could have derived from all that never ending information. The conceptual
framework, which is also overloaded with prejudices and subliminal messages,
ends up by losing its rigour by the blurring its contours. To cite an example,
one notices this in the very first pages of the work, in the passage where the
author reveals, hidden behind a simple edition of the history of the Philippines
published in Spain in the period after 1898, “a subtle revindication of the ex-
colony” (Introduction, p. vii). We are in the territory of “representations”,
seductive, no doubt, but equally liable to slip onto shaky ground.

The work is a kind of modern prose that, without standing out for its
clarity and organisation of ideas, is distinguished by the stress laid upon the
observations and the perspicacious and opportune commentary, although the
author does not always manage to avoid precipitate judgements and some
hurried generalisations, and enables us to perceive that we are in the presence
of a book that is somewhat premature, dealing with an issue that is very vast
as well as insufficiently studied. Premature not only in the context of the
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totality of the previous works of the author, but also with regard to the
current state of this question, given that the lack of specialised studies is not
compatible with general syntheses.

In the meanwhile, while reuniting the threads of many of the skeins
that make up this theme, it is only but fair to acknowledge that this work will
fill a serious lacuna and that it represents clear progress in relation to what
was already known, inaugurating the theoretical and even methodological
debate in an area where, prior to this, there only existed an enormous vacuum,
even though the work diverges from some of the paths of investigation that
had been trod by renowned historians, such as Charles Boxer. It is very inte-
resting to accompany the author, for example, on his voyage through the
sinuous trajectories of editorial activity, where in his analysis, he takes into
account the networks of solidarity that exist between author, patrons and
printers, which are highly revealing of the conflicts of a political and religious
nature that would have almost passed unnoticed, had not an attentive obser-
vation, such as that undertaken by Valladares, delineated the ideal ground
where these conflicts were expressed and generated controversies that, in some
cases, were propagated more or less openly.

Manuel Lobato
Centro de Estudos de História e Cartografia Antiga-
Institute of Scientific and Tropical Resarch, Lisbon
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