
Ford’s main observation also highlights a problem of comparative ancient historiography.
Procopius was a contemporary to the events he wrote about as he was ‘embedded’ in Belisarius’
army of re-conquest between 533 and 540. He would have had rst-hand knowledge of events
and was most probably on familiar terms with some of the Vandalic and Gothic kings and
chieftains mentioned in his work. As an admirer and imitator of Thucydides, Machtpolitik would
have dominated his reasoning rather than ethnography. The compilers of the JS, on the other
hand, undertook their task a century and a half after the events described in the work they were
compiling and they were unlikely to have any personal knowledge of non-Han Chinese rulers.

Ford has done the Sinological reader a great service by providing Chinese characters along with
their Pinyin transcriptions. However, the famous historical work Zouzhuan 左傳 (lit. ‘The Left
Chronicle’) from the Chinese Classics is given quite wrongly as zuozhuan 左轉 (lit. ‘a left turn’)
(1; see also 116 and 337). The character for the title of the Sui 隋 Dynasty (581–618 C.E.) is
rendered by the homophone sui 隨 (‘to follow’) throughout the main text (11, 138, etc.). At 246,
line 25, the personal name ‘Shi Hu’ should be given as ‘Shi Jilong 石季龍’ as per the Chinese text.
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STEFAN REBENICH and HANS-ULRICH WIEMER (EDS), A COMPANION TO JULIAN THE
APOSTATE (Brill Companions to the Byzantine World). Leiden: Brill, 2020. ISBN

9789004414563. €188.00.
Bibliography for the reign of Julian ‘the Apostate’ has expanded considerably in recent years and as
such the appearance of a volume which brings together the ndings of historic and contemporary
research into Julian’s life, writings and legacy is clearly to be welcomed. The editors have
assembled an impressive team of (overwhelmingly male) commentators whose contributions range
widely over a variety of topics including Julian’s military campaigns (Heather; Bleckmann;
McLynn), Julian’s writings including his legal constitutions (Nesselrath; Riedweg; Schmidt-Hofner;
Vossing), his religious renovations and reforms (Wiemer; Bradbury) and his historic legacy and
wider cultural inuence (Marcone; van Nuffelen; Rebenich).

The opening chapter by Rebenich and Wiemer highlights the polarised responses of commentators
concerning the signicance of Julian’s life and reign. In this regard, Julian continues to be judged by
scholars either as a dynamic gure, a reformer of imperial government guided by the highest
standards of Hellenic culture, or as an imperial usurper who behaved haphazardly in matters of
the empire’s military security and religious well-being. One reason for this historic division of
opinion is that a biographical approach has dominated the study of Julian, an inevitability in light
of the fact that Julian left behind a body of literature in which his thoughts and motivations were
ostensibly disclosed to his audience. Commentators have therefore nearly always passed judgement
on Julian even when they have sought to evaluate him objectively. The opening chapter offers a
useful survey of modern scholarship on Julian, and the editors make the case for eschewing a
biographical approach in favour of examining Julian according to recent trends whereby his
identities as emperor, author, legislator, philosopher and commander are discussed (29). The
Companion broadly achieves its stated aim to explain Julian’s actions according to ‘their
respective contexts’ (29) and in this regard the more successful chapters in the volume avoid ‘the
spectre of incomparability’ (29) which has so often accompanied work on Julian. The arrangement
of the following chapters feels a little awkward: their order appears to have been determined by
the accepted chronology for Julian’s life, which highlights that biography cannot be entirely avoided.

Heinz-Günther Nesselrath’s chapter comprises a helpful survey of Julian’s principal philosophical
writings, namely his Letter to Themistius, the two invectives against the Cynics (Against Heraclius
and Against the Uneducated Cynics) and the Hymn to the Mother of the Gods and the Hymn to
King Helios. The chapter unpicks Julian’s idiosyncratic interpretation of certain philosophical
currents circulating during the mid-to-late fourth century, although it is somewhat surprising in
light of the avowed editorial aim of the volume that more was not said about how these texts

REV IEWS 291

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0075435823000023 Published online by Cambridge University Press

mailto:samuel.lieu@mq.edu.au
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0075435823000023


informed and in turn shaped Julian’s own philosophy of rulership. The omission of the brief yet
highly signicant Consolation to Himself on the Departure of the Excellent Salutius is also
perplexing in light of the evident rhetorical and philosophical orientation of the work (cf. J. Lössl
in N. Baker-Brian and S. Tougher (eds), Emperor and Author (2012)). The recipient of that work
had been a gure of support to Julian during his time campaigning in Gaul, a subject which forms
the basis for Peter Heather’s chapter. Heather presents a detailed account of Julian’s role in
facilitating the conict in the Rhine region and offers a series of valuable counter-arguments to
John Drinkwater’s revisionist The Alamanni and Rome 213–496 (2007). Heather’s contribution
carefully explains the complex military and political situation that Julian faced during the late
350s, which was only nally resolved with the death of Constantius in November 361. The period
leading up to the emergence of Julian as Augustus is the subject of the following chapter by Bruno
Bleckmann. It thoughtfully evaluates the sources for this brief period of time in addition to
reconstructing the course of events from the time of Julian’s Parisian elevation in 360 (not 361:
112). Bleckmann’s contribution claries the reasons for Julian’s actions and the course of his
rebellion and (in contrast to Heather’s approach on Gaul) places less emphasis on re-evaluating
prior assumptions and ideas about the episode. In this regard it offers a traditional companion
approach to Julian’s usurpation.

By contrast, Sebastian Schmidt-Hofner’s lengthy chapter (124–71) is fully aligned with the
editorial ambitions of the volume and is possibly the only contribution which successfully
undermines the notion of Julian’s incomparability. Here, Julian emerges as an imperial legislator
of a fairly routine kind with a focus on issues handled by his imperial predecessors, e.g. the
operation of city councils (the ‘problem’ of curial service), thereby challenging the notion of
Julian’s exceptionalism trumpeted by Libanius et al. This is not to claim that Julian failed to
recognise the ‘propagandistic’ value of law in helping craft his imperial persona (128), and in the
matter of tackling systemic corruption and religion Schmidt-Hofner’s contribution highlights the
declarative purpose of Julian’s rulings. There is some overlap with Konrad Vössing’s following
chapter tackling the thorny subject of Julian’s so-called ‘School Law’. While Vössing correctly
notes the innovative quality of Julian’s initiative demarcating the moral suitability of higher-level
teachers, the author successfully situates Julian’s reforms in an ongoing debate about the moral
value of literature in curricula, one shaped by Christians for many years. Hans-Ulrich Wiemer’s
chapter performs an excellent service in slaying a number of sacred truths about Julian’s religious
reforms. He establishes successfully the renovative character of Julian’s policies, but also
establishes convincingly that Julian’s own understanding and experience of traditional cult was
limited (225). Julian’s innovative plans for an empire-wide priesthood are discussed and the role
played by Julian’s identity as pontifex maximus is judged to underpin the rationale for the
emperor’s policies. The debt Julian owed to Constantine’s understanding of religion is
appropriately highlighted (236–7). Julian’s complex interpretation of Christian theology is the
subject of Christoph Riedweg’s chapter. He offers a very close reading, similar to Nesselrath’s
approach in his chapter, of the emperor’s fragmentary Against the Galileans. The innovative
exegesis performed by Julian’s work in separating the narratives of Plato’s Timaeus from Genesis
is duly noted, a factor resulting in Julian’s contradictory assessment of the Jews and their god.
Julian’s interest in Judaism focalised through his intention to restore the Temple in Jerusalem
forms the basis for Scott Bradbury’s chapter. This is one of the genuine highlights of the
Companion. Written with exceptional clarity, the chapter presents a masterful treatment of the
sources for Julian’s initiative and situates Julian’s proposal within his broader ambition for the
restoration of sacricial practice in the Christianised landscape of the post-Constantine era (277).
Neil McLynn offers a valuable chapter about Julian’s doomed Persian expedition, a contribution
which moves beyond established approaches for the campaign by focusing on Julian’s motivations
for the war and the representation of the war’s principal events in a number of key sources
(Libanius’ Or. 18, Ammianus and Zosimus). The nal three chapters survey pagan responses to
Julian (Arnaldo Marcone), the Christian reception of Julian (Peter van Nuffelen) and the early
modern and contemporary reception of Julian in philosophy, literature and drama (Stefan
Rebenich). Van Nuffelen’s chapter in particular performs an important service by offering an early
attempt to collate evidence of anti-Christian initiatives seemingly sponsored by Julian’s policies in
Christian hagiographical traditions (382–92).

The volume as a whole is a welcome addition to the eld. A limited number of chapters (notably
those by Heather, Schmidt-Hofner, Bradbury and van Nuffelen) build on developing approaches to
emperorship by contextualising Julian’s actions, policies and initiatives within the political, cultural
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and military exigencies of empire. The Companion as a whole therefore walks a ne line between on
the one hand simply restating the idea of Julian’s exceptionalism and on the other undercutting this
notion by highlighting areas of continuity with his Constantinian predecessors, while also drawing
attention to those periods in his reign when Julian was behaving in a genuinely radical way.
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SERAINA RUPRECHT, UNTER FREUNDEN: NÄHE UND DISTANZ IN SOZIALEN
NETZWERKEN DER SPÄTANTIKE (Vestigia 74). Munich: Verlag C. H. Beck, 2021.
Pp. viii + 360. ISBN 9783406773990. €59.90.

The book under review deals with friendship relations in the Greek East of the Roman Empire in the
second half of the fourth century. Taking its cue from Libanius, Gregory of Nazianzus, Basil, Gregory
of Nyssa and John Chrysostom, Seraina Ruprecht tackles the issue from a practical rather than
theoretical angle, and examines what these authors (and especially their letters) can reveal not so
much about individual friendships, but about the norms and expectations associated with
friendship in various fourth-century elite circles, and the ways in which close and less close
friendships are described and advertised to others.

After a short introduction (Part I) outlining the state of the art as well as the theoretical framework,
the book consists of two main parts. Part II is dedicated to Libanius. In the rst chapter, R. offers a good
overview of Libanius’ social position and network. Though largely a summary of previous research, this
chapter offers what may well be the best overview of what we know about Libanius’ network. It rightly
draws attention to insights that have too often been neglected — such as Wiemer’s thesis, convincingly
established in 1995 but all too often neglected in English- and French-language scholarship, that
Libanius never became a vir clarissimus — and is critical of both older and newer scholarship, for
example concerning the transmission of Libanius’ letter collection. The second chapter illustrates the
added value of carefully studying the use of philia and related terms in Libanius’ oeuvre, instead of
starting out from modern presuppositions on friendship. Against P. Brown’s suggestion (Power and
Persuasion (1992), 45) that these terms were used euphemistically for what was in fact patronage,
R. traces Libanius’ openness in using the term to refer to relations both between equals and between
people of different status, highlighting the expectation of mutual support that seems to be crucial to
Libanius’ understanding. The third chapter rst shows how salutations, hardly ever studied outside of
Rome or for Late Antiquity, were structured by the rules of rank rather than gradations of friendship.
By contrast, dining or bathing together as well as the way in which people greeted each other could
powerfully show their proximity or distance, even though unwritten rules limited people’s freedom in
this respect, especially in relations between unequal friends. The fourth and nal chapter of Part II
deals with communication between friends who were separated by distance. Here, R. rightfully
stresses that letters were both multimedial — the text of a letter was presented visually and
complemented by the carrier’s oral report — and multifunctional — letters fullled a rhetorical,
aesthetic as well as a social and informative function. In addition, she emphasises how writing and
receiving letters — or not — was carefully registered by others: the absence of friendship was clearly
signalled by the absence or interruption of correspondence. Whereas letters to close friends were often
characterised by an abundance of details about everyday life, explicit conrmations of friendship
tended to betray an increased distance between correspondents.

Part III, likewise divided into four chapters, discusses the same topics in Gregory of Nazianzus,
Basil, Gregory of Nyssa and John Chrysostom. With regard to friendship, R. discovers more
similarities than differences between these Christian authors and Libanius: elite networks were of
paramount importance to Christian bishops too, and their friendships were subject to the same
rules and expectations. As a result, friendship united elites across religious and other divides. At
the same time, there are some signicant differences. Apart from the fact that Christians developed
the concept of agape alongside that of philia in order to refer to the special relationship between
fellow Christians, Christian writers also emphasised divine rewards alongside a friend’s gratitude
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