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contributions on the subject that offer varied and complementary perspectives (even
defending opposing opinions) to address many of the abundant questions and problems
raised by the reception, transmission and canonization of ancient Greek texts.
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The editors of this excellent volume, resulting from a conference held in 2015 on the late
antique philosopher Hypatia, open their work by asking the rhetorical question of whether
‘there is much left to be said’ (1). Indeed, there are several recent biographies of the philos-
opher (for example, M. Dzielska, Hypatia of Alexandria (Princeton 1995); D.J. Watts, Hypatia:
The Life and Legend of an Ancient Philosopher (Oxford 2017)), and the scant ancient sources
might not justify yet more scholarship. Nonetheless, this volume proves that there is much
to be gained from combining close readings of the ancient texts (most of which are
collected in appendices A and B) and a study of the immense reception of Hypatia.

The volume is divided into three sections. The first, ‘Hypatia and Synesius’, which
includes three chapters, focuses on the relationship between Hypatia and her student
the Christian Synesius of Cyrene. The seven preserved letters of Synesius to Hypatia
are a key source for our knowledge on the philosopher. Alex Petkas argues that these
letters testify to the role which Hypatia played in shaping late antique ‘classicism’, the
debates about what education (paideia) in philosophy should encompass. In contrast,
Helmut Seng reminds us that Synesius’ letters ‘are hardly to be read as straightforward
biographical information’ (29): the Hypatia in the correspondence is to be interpreted less
as the historical character than as a ‘symbol of philosophy’. Henriette Harich-
Schwarzbauer goes even further by suggesting that the letters cannot be read as historical
documents but rather as literary devices serving an important shaping function within the
corpus of Synesius’ letters (156 in total).

In the four chapters of the second section, ‘Hypatia in Context’, we turn to the figure of
Hypatia in the works of late antique authors. The two first essays focus on accounts of
Hypatia’s death at the hands of a Christian mob, for which the philosopher is perhaps best
known. Walter F. Beers argues that Hypatia’s killing played an important role in the career
of the bishop Cyril of Alexandria, who would later go on to reshape Eastern Christianity
with the empress Aelia Pulcheria. Mareile Haase offers a tantalizing comparison between
literary descriptions of Hypatia’s death and Rufinus of Concordia’s (Hist. eccl. 11.23) depic-
tion of the destruction and dismemberment of the cult image of the god Serapis in AD 391/
2, concluding that Hypatia can be read as a ‘shattered icon’. In the third essay, David
Frankfurter says little about Hypatia but gives important contextual information on
the private devotion (domestic rituals) of Hellenes in the fourth and fifth centuries.
Finally, Sebastian Gertz discusses what type of philosophy Hypatia might have taught,
arguing that it went beyond the exact sciences, to encompass metaphysics and philosophy.

The final section, ‘Hypatia in Her Ancient and Modern Reception’, comprises four chap-
ters on the reception of Hypatia, starting with very early reception in the form of Hypatian
‘resonances’ (153) in Nonnus’ depiction of female intellectuals in his Dionysiaca (Joshua
Fincher). In one of the outstanding essays of the volume, Victoria Leonard focuses on
the reception of the episode in which Hypatia used a menstrual rag to avert unwanted
male sexual attention (Damascius, PH 43 A and C), showing that a positive feminist reading
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of the episode is possible, one reflecting a female embodied experience of menstruation.
Meanwhile, Edward Watts studies the rich reception of Hypatia in eighteenth-century
France and England. Lastly, Cédric Scheidegger Laemmle examines the figure of
Hypatia in Alejandro Amendbar’s Agora (2009), suggesting that the film is more than a
single point in the tradition of Hypatia, in as much as it engages fully with important
moments of previous reception, and ‘thus invites reflection on the idea of reception itself’
(215).

The volume ends with two appendices. Appendix A collects the main ancient sources on
Hypatia in an excellent English translation by the editors; Appendix B is a textual commen-
tary on Socrates Ecclesiasticus’ description of Hypatia’s death (Hist. eccl. 7.15) by
Mareile Haase.

As a historian of science, I might have liked to read a bit more on Hypatia’s mathematics
and astronomy (discussed briefly in the chapters by Gertz and Scheidegger Laemmle), but
I came to realize that, by overly focusing on science, one risks presenting a disembodied
image of Hypatia, one where she becomes a ‘symbol of philosophy’, an expression used by
Leng in his chapter. This volume’s main success is in offering readings that emphasize
embodied experiences, be they that of Hypatia herself or of those who reappropriated
her story over the centuries. The volume also demonstrates that there is much to be
gained from moving away from the biographical approach to Hypatia, and instead assem-
bling interpretations of scholars working in various fields.
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What are the implications of ‘the erotics of pedagogy’ in a post-Weinstein world?
Constanze Glithenke’s new monograph does not explicitly answer this question - but it
does contribute to an ongoing disciplinary debate about the (potentially toxic) discourse
of scholarly passion which has long and silently underpinned the ideal of philology and the
study of antiquity (Altertumswissenschaft). The romanticization of the lone scholar, divorced
from all cares and domestic concerns, and engaged in an unending and ultimately solip-
sistic love affair with the past, has often shaped our discipline more profoundly than we
might acknowledge, even on a semantic level. Giithenke’s painstaking, careful dissection of
this ‘passionate’ rhetoric sheds new illumination on what has frequently been conceived as
the most abstruse of fields - nineteenth-century German philological scholarship.

Taking key figures as case studies, including August Boeckh (1785-1867), Friedrich
Creuzer (1771-1858), Johann Georg Hamann (1730-1788), Friedrich Schleiermacher
(1768-1834), Ulrich von Wilamowitz-Moellendorf (1848-1931) and Friedrich August
Wolf (1759-1824), Giithenke explores the myths and discourses that animated classical
philology during this period - the figures of Pygmalion and Plato’s Alcibiades loom espe-
cially large. Indeed, Alcibiades’ speech in the Symposium is explicitly construed as
‘highlight[ing] the scholar’s predicament in any dialogue with the past’ (11).
Explorations of individualism, organicism, romanticism and the idealization and praxis
of Bildung combine to form a rich tapestry of themes which Giithenke is able to analyse
holistically, yet in impressive depth.
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