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PREFACE

HE RESEARCH FOR THE PRESENT DISSERTATION was initially
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sation would usually range from Tibetan Buddhist concepts of the
afterlife to the lienzo of Jucutdcato, while at dinner the history of
Tigrinya literature would be discussed, along with Ancient Egyptian
basketry or the Bhasa problem. And then in between, during the oc-
casional coffee or tea break, new vistas could suddenly open on the
Antichrist in Ahmed Bican’s Diirr-i Mekniin or the emergence of eth-
nology as a scholarly discipline in eighteenth-century Europe.

Despite the fact that Leiden regulations prevent Ph.D. students
from thanking those involved in the evaluation process of their dis-
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teachers and human beings. Finally, without the constant support of
my friend Sjef Laenen this book would not have been initiated, pur-
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