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considered not asking Indians to memorize the 129 questions and answers of the
Heidelberg Catechism’ (p. 187). But this is not simply a failure of imagination.
Noorlander places much of the blame on the dead hand of the Amsterdam
classis, so paranoid (in the wake of the Synod of Dordt) about doctrinal deviation
that it routinely blocked attempts by ministers in Brazil and elsewhere to produce
simplified, adapted or even translated catechetical texts. The only consistent mis-
sionary method that the Company supported was education, by which they meant,
ideally, separating children from their families so that they could be raised in an
exclusively Dutch and Protestant environment, before being released back to
their peoples to spread the twin gifts of Reformed Christianity and Dutch civility.
In 1641 the Brazilian classis hatched a scheme for a Tupi boarding school, plough-
ing significant resources into buildings and planning before asking any of the Tupi
for their opinion. The ministers seem to have been genuinely surprised to learn
that Tupi parents had no wish to hand their children over to the Dutch for
indoctrination.

It may be discussing a litany of failures, but this book is a triumph: exhaustively
researched, written with a light touch and an eye for telling detail, compelling in its
arguments and always aware of the bigger picture. (It even has a series of very
helpful maps drawn by the author himself.) Noorlander has permanently
changed the way in which we will view this subject. Now, could someone please
give the Dutch East India Company the same treatment?
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Mothering a teenager is never easy. This is particularly true when that teenager is

the sovereign ruler of an empire that reaches across Spain, Italy, the Southern

Netherlands and much of the Americas. Silvia Mitchell has given us a stimulating

and engaging study of the processes and pitfalls of the regency period of Mariana

of Austria, queen of Spain, as mother of Carlos 11, and as stateswoman guiding the

Spanish monarchy between 1665 and 1679. The book is well situated within

current historiographical discussions about the nature of queenship and gendered

politics, but also within the wider reassessments of the last reign of the Spanish

Habsburgs that question the traditional viewpoint of ‘decadencia’ or decline.

While engaging with this historiographical material, Mariana is presented here

not specifically as a woman (as the author points out in her introduction, p. 7),

but as a Habsburg, of either gender, capably manipulating her dynasty’s ties

across Europe to make use of diplomacy as an effective tool of governance. In
other words, as Mitchell suggests, Mariana’s greatest successes came from her
ability to marshal the forces at her disposal, and to arrest the downwardly spiralling
political situation left behind by her husband, Philip 1v, notably an interminable
war with Portugal and an increasingly aggressive Louis xiv. These paired pressures
led to a nearly crushing victory by Louis x1v’s France in the War of Devolution
(1667-8), but the queen was able to avoid this near disaster by turning most of
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the Sun King’s allies against him and forming one of Europe’s first large-scale dip-
lomatic alliances with the specific purpose of maintaining the balance of power
(the Quadruple Alliance of 1673). In doing this, Mitchell successfully dismantles
the age-old visions of her regency, whereby she is a tool completely manipulated
by her favourites, Nithard and Valenzuela, and, as a woman, irrationally tries to
keep control over her son long after he reaches his majority. But Mariana was
no saint in this regard, and indeed clearly did over-reach her motherly control
(pp. 177-8). This is one of the strengths of this book, not a hagiography by any
means, and the author states in her introduction that the queen was indeed
guilty of infantilising and emasculating her son (p. 18). Yet Mariana’s overall
success as a stateswoman is clear: the Spanish monarchy avoided a dismantling
at the hands of Louis xiv and was in a stronger position on the international
stage than it had been for decades.

Queen, mother and stateswoman is not a biography. Instead it examines a particular
set of questions about the transferrals of power that happen at the start and finish
of a regency, and the twin spheres of activity through which a regent can run an
empire: diplomacy abroad and alliances with court grandees at home. Mitchell
effectively makes use of rich archival sources in diplomatic correspondence and
court records. One of the most interesting of the former is the correspondence
that connected the Habsburgs across Europe, in a manner well-known to historians
of the sixteenth century, with Charles v and his sisters (as studied magisterially by
Paula Sutter Fichtner), but still very much in action in the late seventeenth century:
between Mariana in Spain, her brother the Emperor Leopold in Vienna and her
step-daughter Queen Marie-Thérese in France. Intriguingly, much of this corres-
pondence passed through the informal channel of the nuns at the convent of
the Descalzas Reales in Madrid, long associated with royal Habsburg women. As
regards the court, Mitchell makes good use of household accounts as well as
records from government councils, and successfully navigates the differences
between favourites in the household (such as Nithard and Valenzuela) and
entrusted allies in the government, such as the marquis of Aytona or the duke of
Medinaceli, yet at the same time realising, as a good historian of the court, that
household and government cannot be entirely disentangled, and both of these
men, for example, had prominent positions within both institutions (Medinaceli
was both Summiller de Corps and a member of the Council of State). The
point is well made, however, that while personal advisors certainly were favoured
by the queen and had great power within the court, they did not dominate her, as
contemporary and subsequent critics suggested, nor prevent her from exercising
her sovereign authority as regent. All of this is supported very well in the notes
section in this book, heavily detailed and useful to researchers who may wish
to pursue individual threads. The book is handsomely produced and impeccably
edited, with carefully selected illustrations. Each chapter has a clear introduction
and conclusion, which will make this a useful source for teaching as well as
research.

There is little to criticise here. Very occasionally the author slips into popular
biography mode, with sentences like ‘she stepped into her role, however, deftly
and with confidence’ (p. 29), when describing the fourteen-year-old Mariana’s
progress from Austria to Spain, suggesting internal feelings and impulses that
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are of course impossible to obtain from the sources. Sometimes names need to be
translated into modern forms (such as Trier, not ‘Treveris’ as one of the imperial
electors, p. gg; or spellings of Belgian town names like ‘Scarpa’, ‘Tornay’ or
‘Furness’, p. 106); or there are slips on other details about non-Spanish princes
(Brandenburg was not ruled by a ‘bishop-elector’, p. 9g; Franche-Comté was not
a ‘duchy’, p. 102); or minor details of chronology (the duke of Pfalz-Neuburg
was not yet the Elector Palatine in 1676, p. 159). These are minor details. What
I'would have liked a little more of would have been a comparison with other regen-
cies: notably that of Anne of Austria, as there are many parallels, for example in
looking at how Anne (Mariana’s aunt and sister-in-law) more successfully relin-
quished power when her own son, Louis x1v, attained his majority in 1651. Or par-
allels with a later regency, such as that of the Regent Orléans, whose authority was
crippled in a similar manner to Mariana’s through a misguided marital negotiation
in 1721, again involving a Habsburg princess (in Mariana’s case, the Archduchess
Maria Antonia; in Orléans’s, the Infanta Mariana Victoria). There is some com-
parative material, but there could be more. The book might also have looked
more carefully at Don Juan de Austria’s motivations for refusing to leave Madrid
in 1668 and coming with an armed force in 1677. Why he was so keen to
remove Mariana from power is only vaguely explained. Nevertheless, this book
sets out to explore and answer certain questions pertaining to regency, agency,
favouritism and motherhood, and satisfactorily delivers.
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The origins of these essays lies in the commemoration of the tercentenary of the
death in 1716 of the Revd Dr Daniel Williams, the founder of the eponymous
library whose collections have been the foundation of so much research on the dis-
senting tradition. The book is intended to fill a gap in the market for, as the editors
point out in the introduction, while there have been numerous recent studies of
charity and philanthropy in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, none have
exclusively examined the contribution of Dissent in its several forms. Here, the
editors have not tried to be prescriptive and restrictive in coverage of the numer-
ous forms that charitable generosity could take but, rather, allowed their contribu-
tors a loose rein. Overall conclusions are therefore hard to discern, but that
perhaps mirrors the way that the various dissenting and Nonconformist connex-
ions evolved their own distinctive philanthropic emphases and traditions: match-
ing up Wesleyans and Unitarians is never going to yield many resemblances. If
there was a common thread, it was a preference for voluntary and private charit-
able impulses and a wariness of the state that by the turn of the twentieth
century was fast vanishing as the Nonconformist Churches became, briefly, part
of the mainstream of the British state.
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