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-TWO BASIC IDEAS give s to
this exciting and controversial book:

e development of cos-
ation between science
4 m antiquity to Newton,
nizes the material according to
1 lnt of view that the
synthesis of mysticism and
st possible relation be-
:ciance

k is devoted to them. We are told
i the Canon Copernicus was at-
*j!ncted early to astronomy; later pro-
~ duced his qualitative theory of the
solar system; refused to publish it
for many years while rumors and sec-

gré book which “undermined the
whole medieval cosmology.”

Then we see how Kepler began his
researches, always preoccupied with
mysterious and occult speculations
about the intrinsic harmonies of the
universe. He persisted in these specula-
tions even while embarked on the monu-
mental computation of the orbit of
Mars based on Tycho Brahe’s careful
observations. Hence his great discover-
ies, “Kepler’s laws,” which gave Newton
his real clue, were hidden in his general |
“system,” which abounded with occult
speculations,

But “after Kepler, fragmemation of
experience sets in again, science is
divorced from religion, religion from
art, substanee from form, matter from

\

THEN COMES Galileo. It seems that
everyone has his private image of
Galileo; Mr. Koestler's is that of a
belligerent popularizer who did his best
scientific work only after he was
forced to stop propagandizing. Mr.
Koestler rejects de Santillana’s thesis
that Galileo was “framed” by personal
enemies, and holds that he precipitated
a showdown when there was no scien-
tific necessity to do so.

Galﬂeonthevillainofthehookin
two senses. His personality is blamed
for the course of events, and his con-
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