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Early Theories of the Universe. James A. Coleman. Mentor Books, New American Library,
New York. Paperback original, 1967. viii + 160 p. $.75.

This popular account of cosmological ideas preceding the twentieth century differs from the
well-known work of M, Munitz, Theories of the Universe, which is made up largely of quotations
from such early sources as have survived. Coleman attempts to give a connected and condensed
history of the theories and speculations on the relation of the earth to the rest of the universe.
There is also much overlap of the subject matter of Exploration of the Universe, by H. C. King,
which was published in the same series in 1964. Curiously, it is the latter work which gives the
more complete account of the astronomy and cosmogony of Egypt and Babylonia, for Coleman
devotes only three pages to the whole of the early period preceding the Ionians.

The account of Greek cosmology is more extensive, but is marred by sloppy and apparently
hasty writing. Most surprising is the statement in the concluding paragraph that "at the end
of the fourth century A.D. the country was invaded, overrun by the Arabs . . . ."

The author gives a better treatment of the scientific renaissance and the astronomical revolu-
tion initiated by Copernicus. He is particularly interested in Galileo, and attempts to present
both sides of the controversy between Galileo and the Catholic Church.

Although the more recent cosmological theories are treated in another volume, the last
chapter gives some discussion of current ideas. Unfortunately it includes the misleading state-
ment that "The physical picture of the other galaxies receding rapidly from us suggests that we,
in the sense of our galaxy, are at the center of the universe." Such statements are particularly
harmful in a popular book, the readers of which are likely not to have enough background to
realize that there is anything wrong in what they are being told.

One fault of this series of Signet Science Books is that only a few incomplete references are
given, scattered through the text. Even two pages of titles of good, accessible works would have
been of great help to readers who might have been interested by the popular account and would
have liked to look at least a little further into the subject.
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