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important since the way the world was pictured

The book is in two main parts, prefaced by a

was as much part of the new worlds of science

clear and instructive introductory chapter. Part 1,
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"Exploration, Science and Literature," has seven
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The volume will fit well alongside those many

David N. Livingstone and Charles W. J. Withers

other accounts of travel, science and the making

(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1999), p.285.

of the "modern" world in this period, some of
which are referred to by the authors. It is a work
that should be used in teaching as well as in re‐
search, not least because it affords one opportuni‐
ty to break down the disciplinary walls that too
often separate modern academic inquiry despite
claims to the contrary. Here we can understand in
historical context how the connections between
the worlds of science and literature are not im‐
mutable. Three points made here in conclusion
should not be seen to detract from my admiration
and enjoyment of this book. First, the conclusion
is too short at only three pages. This is a pity since
an opportunity has been lost to lay out some of
the principal threads of the argument. Secondly,
one might have wanted more on the technologies
of science, on instruments and the practices of in‐
strumentation, for in an important sense science
began to travel, albeit haltingly and unevenly, be‐
cause of appeals to a language of standardization
and through cultures of replication which had to
overcome the facts of geographical difference. Fi‐
nally, the broadly British experience examined
here should not be taken as either definitive or as
prescriptive. Comparisons with the French con‐
text would be instructive. To some degree, of
course, looking at the connections between explo‐
ration, science and literature in national terms is
profoundly wrong-headed: exploration in this pe‐
riod was about Enlightenment cosmopolitanism
as much as it was about the priorities of national
interest; "science" was about establishing a lan‐
guage and a form of literature that transcended
political and epistemological boundaries. Here,
we are given a compelling account of why these
questions matter and of the importance of their
sustained scrutiny.
Note
[1]. Dorinda Outram, "On Being Perseus: New
Knowledge, Dislocation and Enlightenment Expla‐
nation," in Geography and Enlightenment, ed.
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