
contrast, John Steckley’s article provides evidence of what happens when translation
failed. He examines Jean de Brébeuf’s attempt to create a new Christian vocabulary in
the Huron language, Wendat. The new terms did not catch on, however; the article
thus implicitly demonstrates that the process of cultural translation often tookmuch lon-
ger than the career of just one or twomissionaries, nomatter their fortitude and creativity.

Although not every contribution can be mentioned here, all of the articles are well
researched with strong arguments that illuminate the mechanisms involved in the pro-
cess of cultural translation. The concepts used by the authors are not particularly new,
but the articles do provide evidence that illustrates those concepts quite well. It is unfor-
tunate that Brill did not provide more thorough editing, as some articles contain mul-
tiple typographic and grammatical errors. Still, this is a useful volume due to its
geographical scope, and the fascinating examples of evangelization and textual-cultural
translation at the ground level.

Karen E. Carter, Brigham Young University
doi:10.1017/rqx.2018.85

Aristote dans l’Europe des XVI e et XVII e siècles: Transmissions et ruptures.
Mary-Nelly Fouligny and Marie Roig Miranda, eds.
Europe XVI–XVII 24. Nancy: Groupe XVIe et XVIIe siècles en Europe, Université
de Lorraine, 2017. 458 pp. €30.

Aristote dans l’Europe des XVI e et XVII e siècles, edited by Mary-Nelly Fouligny and Marie
Roig Miranda, is the proceedings of the international study days organized by the
research group XVIe et XVIIe siècles en Europe of the Université de Lorraine on 5–7
November 2015 at Nancy. Focused on the reception of Aristotle’s oeuvre among
French, Spanish, Italian, and German literati from the Cinquecento to the end of
the seventeenth century, this essay collection is the latest interdisciplinary publication
of the group, which has produced twenty-seven works since 1995.

Part 1, “De l’Aristote antique à l’Aristote des XVIe–XVIIe siècles: Contintuité et con-
tinuation de l’aristotélisme,” divided in four different thematic sections, examines how
the rediscovery of the Corpus Aristotelicum influenced sixteenth- and seventeenth-cen-
tury grammatical and encyclopedic texts, political and ethical thought, and literary
and dramaturgical production, pointing out that the fundamental aim of early modern
scholars was not the colorless diffusion of Aristotle’s texts, but the foundation of inde-
pendent thought on the basis of an ancient authority. Hence, the thirteen essays of part 1
provide readers with the instruments to understand the evolution of the reception of the
Aristotelian tradition from a static or Scholastic usage to a dynamic revival of it. For
instance, in section 1, Mary-Nelly Fouligny, who also wrote the foreword, studies the
role of the Corpus Aristotelicum in Erasmus of Rotterdam’s Adagia, while section 2
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contains observations on the usage of Aristotle’s Politics and Nicomachean Ethics in six-
teenth- and seventeenth-century politics. In this section, Richard Crescenzo’s and Jean-
François Gicquel’s case studies are significant examples of the readaptation of Aristotle’s
political philosophy. Section 3 discusses Aristotle’s Poetics and the Italian reintroduction,
translation, and modernization—for epic and theatrical purposes—of the text. Worth
mentioning is Pascale Mougeolle’s analysis of Torquato Tasso’s ability both as theorist
and as poet to reform Aristotelian poetic theory. Finally, section 4 focuses on the diffu-
sion and reinterpretations of a pseudo-Aristotelian text, the Problems.

In contrast, the eleven essays of part 2, “Aristote dans la tourmente: Des écarts à la mise
à l’écart,” divided into three main sections, stress the rupture, in the same years, with the
Aristotelian tradition: first, in the natural philosophy and in the ethical-religious debates;
second, in the universities; and third, in relation to the seventeenth-century philosophical
disputes. However, the fracture with the Aristotelian tradition does not appear absolute in
many cases. Indeed, similar to the proceedings of part 1, what actually comes to the fore is
the humanistic propensity to revise and subdue Aristotelianism—which thus weathered
the storm—to Christian theology or to new philosophical systems. For instance, the first
two essays of section 1 provide an in-depth analysis of the rejection of Aristotelian natu-
ralism and its survival in early modern natural philosophy when amended to follow the
Christian doctrine, while the last two tackle relevant questions related to the issue of
Aristotle’s paganism and that of the virtuous pagan. Section 2 is devoted to the place
of Aristotelianism in universities and, more generally, among scholars. Actually, the essays
authored by Heinrich Merkl and Francine Wild in section 2 do not directly explore the
debate on Aristotelianism in schools but deal with two literary works that mock the
Aristotelian academic tradition. Last, scholars of section 3 address the multilayered elab-
orations of Aristotelianism in relation to Descartes’s philosophy and his opponents.

In conclusion, the strength of this collection is to contribute to an overview of the
fortune of Aristotelianism in early modernity without claiming to be exhaustive, taking
into account a varied range of subjects and issues and, more importantly, tracing a
remarkable portrait of the humanists’ aptitude in consulting ancient sources—doubting
and adapting them—in order to answer the questions of their time.

Maria Vittoria Comacchi, Università Ca’ Foscari Venezia
doi:10.1017/rqx.2018.86

Sing Aloud Harmonious Spheres: Renaissance Conceptions of Cosmic Harmony.
Jacomien Prins and Maude Vanhaelen, eds.
Warwick Studies in the Humanities. London: Routledge, 2018. xii + 294 pp. $149.95.

The music of the spheres, first described by Plato, had an enormous influence on the
history of science, arts, literature, and philosophy. Leo Spitzer devoted his magisterial
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