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presented with more clarity and basic back‐
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have not clearly defined science and use so many
terms for it that for most of the text it is difficult
to understand just exactly what they mean by it.
For example, they use terms such as "knowledge
of nature" "science," "practical science," "useful
science," "applied science," "hot-house science,"
(p. 187), "secular natural science," (p. 185) "pure
science," "theoretical science," and "boiled-down
science" (p. 367 ) without defining the differences
between them. They contrast science with "expert
learning" and "expert knowledge" (p. 164) with no
clarification. At one point, in explaining the im‐
portance of Sanskrit to the Indus River Valley civi‐
lization, they refer to linguistic and grammatical
studies as "science." Adding to this confusion is
the fact that these sciences are unequal in the au‐
thors' minds and it is not until the latter part of
the text that the reader understands why.
This situation stems from the fact that the sto‐
ry McClellan and Dorn is not so much one of sci‐
ence and technology as of the inception and
spread of "pure" science, which the authors, like
Aristotle, privilege as being the worthiest of intel‐
lectual endeavors. Theis text really shows that the
definition of ÏpureÓ science has a history as well,
one that changes with societies and their increas‐
ingly complex technologies.
By definition "pure" science and technology
can never mix. Our civilization, like others before
it, supports science as a solution to practical prob‐
lems, a practice that we share with the great civi‐
lizations of the past. The difference between ours
and those prior societies is that we have contract‐
ed the definition of "pure" science to the point
where it is almost non-existent because of our
strong belief in the potential utility of scientific
endeavor. How we got here is an interesting story,
one that McClellan and Dorn tell well.
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