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pPr10T 1ın 1438 also. T’he 1ıst, of bıshops 331(-342 make mentıon
of Marecus de terTra {lumınıs, of whom brief treatment had indeed
een gıven 1n ote 69, whereas Gregor VO  S Kärnten 18 included, although
he 3, 180 had een prevlıously mentijoned. Occasıonally, the index of
PEISONS g1Vves INOTE than ONe reference LO the Samne peTsSON, for instance,
LO Nikolaus Hofmayer, Hofmaıer ; refers only ONCE to PEISONS
reated 1n 1NOTe than OoONe place, fOor example, Johann Mogorovıth.
Is the work of Klıeman properly cıted 1n ote 154 ® Kınally, weakness
for which the author 18 no0t responsable 1S the Jarge number of false dates
for the death of Augustinıians, taken OVer from Janetschek’s often
untrustworthy Necrologıa. Certamly, when other SOUTCE 18 avaılable,
then One has hlıttle cho1ce, an sımply must quote hım But the hıgh
percentage of where Janetschek’s dates ALl contradıcted by
certaın acts, 1n the CcCase of Sılvester Stigler quoted above by uS,

LO uUuSe Janetschek ıth extreme cautıon. hımself sShOows
1ın ote 140 that Janetschek an (Olm AT 1ın evıdent contradıtıjon.

'T’o conclude, wısh tOo repeat hat saıld a the beginnıng. In
spıte of the few M1InNnOT flaws whıich ave noted, thıs book attalns
hıgh standard of scholarshıp. The author deserves OUr congratulations,
OUT thanks, an OUT ervent wıshes that, the three remaınıng volumes
11 SOOoL aPPCal from hıs capable pen

v (J4AVIGAN. ÖSAugustinerkonvent, Wıen

Roberto (GULBENKIAN, L’ Ambassade Perse de TInırs Pereıra de Lacerda
el des Peres Portugars de TI’Ordre de Sarnt-Augustin. Belchror
dos Amos el Gurlherme de Santo Agostinho (Lisbonne

Pp 194 ıth BA plates an OonNne InNapn of the Augustinian
Mıssıons In Armenıa and Georgla.
In the past few CR  b thanks LO the publiıcatıon of good number

of less known manuscr1pts an indıvıdual studıes the Augustinıan
actıvıtıes 1n Persıa, ave een able enlarge OUT knowledge
the per10d of Shah Abbas the Great consiıderabily. 'T’hıs per10d 1n the
late sixteenth an early seventeenth CENTUCY Was marked DYy the efforts
of the rulers of Kurope, ınable LO unıte ın the Warl agaınst the Turk,
to ODCN second front ıth the help of Shah Abbas of Persıja. Thus the
dıplomatıc relatıons between Persıa an Portugal whıch had exısted
EVEL SINCE the Portuguese had occupled Ormuz (1515) WeIe intensıfied.
On the 0ccasıon of the 2500th annıversary of the foundatıon of the
Persıan Empıre, the Portuguese National Commıittee ın charge of the
celebratiıons decıded SEeT1ES of publıcatıons ıth the a1M ofacquamt-
ıng the publıc ıth the recıprocal relatıons that exısted ıth Persıa
from the early sixteenth tOo the en! of the seventeenth CENTtUTY. Mr
Roberto (Aulbenkıan accepted the assıgnment wrıte the embassy
of Lus Pereıra de Lacerda which took place 1ın the 7 0
Wıth thıs publıcatıon he has made wonderful contrıbution LO the
hıstory of the Augustinlian Order ell
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In the ıntroduct.on (Aulbenkıian acquamlnts us ıth hıs SOUTCES
He ZOES to grea palns establısh the authorshıp of LWO manuscr1pts
of Belchior dos An]os, ÖO.5 Wıth equal effort he searches for the
Ces>s of (+0uvela’s Eelacdo. He PTOVES that the LWO COompanı1o0ns of
Lacerda WEeTeEe OLE of the hıstoriographer’s maın SOUTCES for hıs

Abbas’ wınter campalgn 1ın Armenı1a and the deportatıon of the
Armenıuan people, 1n particular Fr Belchıor dos An])Jos, the frlar «who
had bent for wrıting » (15) In emphasızıng the ıimportance of these
manuscrıpts he pomts out that they WeTe wrıtten by the fırst Kuropeans
who traveled through the Armenı1an dıistrıect of tchmıadzın SINCE the
tıme the Armenılans lıvıng there WeTe unıted ıth Rome by Bartho-
lomew of Podıo ın the fourteenth CENTUTY, an surely the fırst ONES LO
wıtness the deportatıon of the Armeny1nuans.

Perhaps 1n gratitude fOor the love and SeTrVICE the Augustinlans of
centurıes SONC by ave g]ven LO hıs aNCESTOTS In theır OUTr of need,
Gulbenkıan deser1bes ıt.h profound admıratıon, T shall eVElI 5a Y
ıt.h love, the MONaStery of Lisbon whıch sent mMan y M1SS10NATIES
into the Portuguese Padroado The SAaIne recognıtıon 18 shown by hıs
affectionate mentıon of OUT lady of Persıja 1n the Augustinlian church
of Lısbon an hıs fond remembrance of Nordım. Thıs TEVeTrTENCE 18
most evıdent In the publıcatıon of the azule]jos of the monastery’s
chapter TOOIN whıch formerl1y served the PUuTrpPOSE of kındlıng the interest;
of the Augustinians assembled there who WeItc preparıng LO
LO the M1SS1IONS an make them of the rısks they faced
number of these masterpleces, whiıich date from the fırst quarter of the
seventeenth CENTUTY an whıch deal ıth the book’s subject matter,
ave een exquisitely reproduced.,

T’he publication of several manuscr1pts whiıich deal ıth the
bassy an WeEeTe no0% LOO easıly accessıble, but whiıich ATEe rıch 1n Nne  <

materı1al, enhances the value of the book Ihey aD DECAT both In the OTI1-
gınal Portuguese an 1n French translatıon. Among ese manuscr1ıpts
the ONne of Diogo de Anna 1s of speclal interest, ıt Was wrıtten
thırty er the events an eTtT (+0uvela and Dıiogo hımself
had wrıtten theır inıtıal reports. Many of the secondary TEASONS whıch
earher had een consıdered be of TE ımportance ATe omıiıtted.
Diogo’s last treatıse lends SUPPOTT LO the statement of (Julbenkıan :
the Armenılans’ declaratıon of obedience LO Pope Paul V, sıgned iın
the Augustinian church al sfahan, TEeSTA; lettre morte ralson de
l’opposıtion de Chäah Abbäs» Gulbenkıan tells us that fOor
he intended LO publısh these manuscr1pts. In the book under TeVIEW
they iıllustrate the LEXT, g1ve greater weight to ıts argument and, LO-
gether ıth the beautiful azule]os » and the facsımıles of the hand-
wrıting of the VarTlOouUs uthors of the manuscrı1pts, they form harmo-
N10UsS whole The footnotes AICc packed ıth enlıghtenıng informatıon,
but AIe not LOO dense.

Gulbenkıan introduces the embassy ıth chapter the earher
dıplomatıc relatıons between Persıa and (+02a an then deseribes the
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establıshment of the Augustinıan mOoNastery aN 1ss10n. headquarters
RF sfahan. In between, ıth JEeTIEeS of interlockıng bıographical
sketches, the author acqualnts ıth the handful of 111e whose
sıtuatıiıon 1n lıfe made them protagon1sts of the theme ıth whıch he
deals There 18 fırst of a,|] the ambassador Lacerda. We ear of the
STaNtSs he recelved, of the financıal lımıts wıthın which he W as held,
an of the ımpossıble task he WasSs assıgned LO promote the Shah’s
Wäar agaınst the Turks and tOo obtaın the restitution of Bahraın short
of declaratıon of 43) Kıng Phılıp, eaT later 0) W aS

ell that the Shah’s attıtude WOol change ONCeEe he WaS longer
ın eed of Spaın an the Pope 48)

When COINe LO the appomtment of the LWO Augustinlans who
WeTe LO ACCOMDAaNY the ambassador, (GAulbenkıian bates, followıng
Felıx of Jesus, that they WeTe qgelected by the Provıncıal. It surely IS
safer LO prefer ere the statement of the INan who actually made the
selection, namely (+0uvela hımself, because the Provıncıal, Miguel dos
An]os, Was absent. (+0uvela tells that he appomted Belchıijort and
Wıllham. ext follow the vicıssıtudes of the embassy, the Shah’s
delayıng tactıcs, and the specıal 1ssıon of Belchıor dos An]Jos.

In veErYy interesting chapter Portuguese natıonalısm the
author the dıplomatıc m1sSs10Ns of ILacerda an Fıgueroa,
whose embassy proved SEeT1EeS of dısappoıntments, frustratıon and
econtroversı1ıes. (Gulbenkıan deser1bes the antı-Spanısh attıtude of the
Augustin1ans of Indıa. who consıdered the Padroado of (+03, theıir
domaın whıich they unwiıllıng chare ıth outsıders. Er 1S because
of these COMPaTIıSONS, ell Aas for the PUTDOSE of roundıng out the
bıographıcal sketches, that the book reaches ınto the ate days of
ortuguese domınatıon In the ulf of Persıa.

It 1S ınavoıdable that ınto book ıth Man y detaiıls of intorma-
tion there should ave crep SOINeE slıght oversights. One of them 1S
contaıned In ote 'T’hıs revlewer’s Waıllıam of St Augustine anıd his
Tıme dıd not aD PCAaL In Analecta Augustumanda, whıch 1S publıshed ın
Kome, but rather In Augustimana (Heverlee-Louvaımn 1970 Iso it 18
VOL). improbable that (+0uvela WwWas consecrated bıshop December
26, 1612, consıderıng that he, (z+ulbenkıan has ıt the preceeding
Pase (61), left 1038 fOr Ormuz already February 10, 1613, NVeLY
unlıkely undertakıng consıderıng the travel condıtions of those days.
One could a,1sO take exception LO the statemen that the TEeASO1LS why
Anthony Sherley denounced Nıcolaus elo SDY LO the Prince of
Muscovy SoNT, Pas 1en Aclaırcıes » (32) He sımply wanted LO get
rıd of veELrYy unwelcome Companıon whose murder he had attempted
twıce before.

What WeTie the lastıng polıtical results of the miıssıon ? It WwWas
aın hope LO eXPECT 1n the matter of Bahraın, aN! of Ormuz tself,
change of mınd the part of Abbas the Persians ıIn general. The
dıfference between Portugal aN! Persıa WEeTIe gTEAL that each pa
insısted hat ıt, consıdered its iırrefutable claıms. One of the unsolved
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problems remaıned precisely the exıstence of Ormuz. As far thıs
rıch emporium Was concerned, the chasm of the LWO vliewpomnts
remaıned unbridgeable. Persıa yıelded ıts tradıtional natıonal
interests. Agaın an agaln Abbas insısted that Ormuz an ıts sheik
belonged LO the Persjian realm of influence, whiıle the Portuguese
affırmed that Ormuz and the other islands WerTITe theırs DYy rıght of
cCOoN.quest. One cannot but martTvel ,T the COUTAaSE of the Portuguese
who ventured into thıs ST >Bal buılt empire which lasted
for centurıies. The author ShOws where ALLY reader’s sympathıes must
he Readıng thıs book ONne forms the conclusıon that the Augustinlans
WerTe able representatıves of theır COUNTLY terraın diıfficult
the conglomeratıon of states whıch belonged the Portuguese Pa-
droado. We EeVEN gaıln the 1mpress1on that not a I] of the CAaTrTeeTt dıplo-
mMats sent DY the Kıng mastered theır assıgnments well NOr served
hım ıth greater loyalty than they dıd Yet they lıved ın per10d of
h1ıstory 1ın whıch Men, INOTEe than the a VETADE, WeTe Swep along
by events aN! had LO learn lıve from eTISIS LO CT1IS1S.

Wıth ıts Man y references LO recently publıshed Augustinian
SOUTITCES, the book 3180 PTOVES that ıf the wrıters of the Order urnısh
the Ta materı1a|l there ll always be people interested iın usıng it.
We thank Mr (Gulbenkian for handsome book, which 18 ell wrıtten,
intellectually 1mpress1ıve and presented 1ın VveELY attractıve garb.

Arnulf HARTMANN, 0S


