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Introduction 

Welcome to my self-learning project on humanity’s development. This is my attempt to 

identify and understand history’s most significant thinkers, movers and shakers in the 

fields of philosophy, religion, politics, science and discovery.  There’s still room for more 

suggestions about who to include, especially from cultural traditions other than my own 

Western, Christian tradition. In fact I’d really welcome advice about who to add from other 

cultural traditions as I’m sure there are many very significant individuals I’ve not yet heard 

of. If you can think of someone who really ought to be included here please feel free to 

leave suggestions on my blog: www.stuartsorensen.wordpress.com. However I’m happy 

to say that I already have a list of names to cover stretching back over four and a half 

thousand years. 

The plan is to be both light-hearted and irreverent whilst still keeping the basic facts 

accurate. Sometimes I’ll be serious and sometimes I’ll be silly. I’ll be taking a very brief 

look at everyone from Jesus to Darwin, from Alfred the Great to St. Thomas Aquinas and 

a whole host of other people too. 

This is going to be a journey of discovery like no other I’ve ever embarked upon. As usual 

I’ll be blogging as I go so do please feel free to comment, correct any errors I might make 

or suggest other people to be included. I find that social media responses (either via the 

blog, Twitter or Facebook) are a vitally important part of my self-education projects. Either 

way, whether you comment or not do feel free to subscribe and share my journey through 

history with me. It promises to be fascinating. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Welcome to the ‘Civilisation’ blog series. 

This is my attempt to learn – not to teach. 

I anticipate mistakes in these short biographies. 

Please feel free to correct me as I go. 

You can leave your comments at 

www.stuartsorensen.wordpress.com 
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Jesus of Nazareth 

Jesus of Nazareth (4BC – 29AD) has also come to be known as ‘Christ’, ‘Messiah’ and ‘The 

Nazarene’. We don't actually know very much about Jesus' life. What writings we do have 

appear to be recycled myths from earlier times that were simply parachuted into the New 

Testament from the religious writings of more ancient Pagans. Jesus does seem to have 

been a real man though, to whom were attributed the characteristics of a whole host of 

previously worshipped Gods and Demigods from across the ancient world. 

He was born a full 4 years early in 4BC, which was all a bit inconvenient for the early 

Gospel writers. Not only that but he was also born in the wrong month, in the wrong place 

and he had the wrong name. Arguably, in fact, he was the wrong man altogether, he was 

so unlike the prophesied Messiah of the Old Testament. Actually there were several 

Messianic candidates kicking around 1st century Judea, including Simon Magus (The 

magician of the New Testament) who got such a really bad rep at the hands of St. Paul 

and his mates. Paul did such an excellent hatchet job on him that several of his 'miracles' 

eventually ended up being credited to Jesus himself. Not that Jesus had anything to do 

with all this deceit - he was long dead by then. 

Like the Egyptian God Horus, Jesus was apparently born in a stable and 'in a manger laid' 

- an event that the ancient Egyptians used to celebrate by displaying a manger and child 

at the time of the winter solstice. Also like Horus, Jesus was the only begotten son of a 

great God. 

Arguably, Jesus was psychotic if the stories of his grandiose delusions and visual and 

auditory hallucinations can be believed. In today’s world he may well have been given a 

serious psychiatric diagnosis such as schizophrenia or bipolar affective disorder (given his 

frequent mood swings, hallucinations and remarkably grandiose delusions). Alternatively 

he may have gone off to live in Glastonbury where magical thinking and alternative healing 

modalities are far more acceptable. 

Jesus believed that demons cause epilepsy (Matthew 17: 14-18).  He was quite disablist 

in that he clearly saw lameness, blindness and even leprosy as divine punishments (hence 

the cure was his own 'divine' forgiveness John 5: 14). He thought that fig trees should 

produce fruit out of season just because he said so and got really petulant when his 

horticultural magic spells didn't work. He got so angry he uttered some very cross words 

at the offending fig tree to teach it a very, very hard lesson (Mark 11: 14). That'll teach it 

to comply with its seasonal, biological imperatives!  

He’s been given the same honorary birthday as loads of other ancient folk upon whom this 

'saviour myth' has been based including the ancient Gods Horus, Dionysus, Attis and more. 

There are many misunderstandings about Jesus which is a shame because he was probably 

a fairly decent chap. I suspect I’d have quite liked him if I could’ve caught him between 

grandiose episodes. He apparently had plenty of time for helping the poor and he wasn't 

terribly impressed by ostentatious displays of wealth. He was Gandhi-like in his passively 

resistant rebelliousness (except for when he bought swords for his disciples to take into 

Jerusalem at Passover – Luke 22: 36) and very good at forgiveness (so long as you're not 

a fig tree, of course). 

Jesus’ birth wasn't prophesied in the by Isaiah, that was a guy called Immanuel (who 

wasn't born at all so on balance, Jesus wins). According to the prophecy, Immanuel (whose 

name would have meant ‘God with us’) was definitely the one to watch out for, not Jesus. 

http://www.stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/
http://discover-the-truth.com/2013/06/22/isaiah-714-immanuel-prophecy-of-jesus/
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_messiah_claimants
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_messiah_claimants
http://www.britannica.com/EBchecked/topic/545225/Simon-Magus
http://www.catholic.org/bible/book.php?id=51&bible_chapter=8
http://www.egyptianmyths.net/horus.htm
http://biblehub.com/matthew/17.htm
http://biblehub.com/john/5.htm
http://biblehub.com/mark/11.htm
http://truthbeknown.com/dionysus.html
http://truthbeknown.com/attis.html
http://www.religioustolerance.org/xmas_sel.htm
http://biblehub.com/luke/22.htm
http://discover-the-truth.com/2013/06/22/isaiah-714-immanuel-prophecy-of-jesus/
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Some Jews are still waiting for him, arguing that the ancient Messianic prophecy hasn't 

even come close to being fulfilled as yet. 

Jesus wasn't born in Bethlehem. That myth came about (complete with a wholly made up 

Roman census) to make the Nazarene look like Immanuel. It was important to the Gospel 

writers (who actually put stylus to scroll long after Jesus’ death) to make him appear to 

fulfil the old prophecy about Immanuel so they invented a way to get him to Bethlehem 

for birth. The Romans did conduct censuses but they were interested in knowing where 

people lived and worked at the time so that they could be hounded for taxes? Where they 

were born was absolutely irrelevant to this occupying force of militarised tax collectors. 

Jesus’ mother wasn't a virgin. That's a mistranslation of the word 'maiden'. It's likely to 

have been a deliberate mistranslation so Jesus could fall into line with the immaculate 

conceptions of a whole host of earlier mythical figures such as Horus, Dionysus, Attis, 

Krishna, Zoroaster (who also had a sacred 'cup' or 'grail') Mithra and even Romulus and 

Remus (the Pagan founders of Rome). In fact no serious theologian even considers the 

possibility of a literal immaculate conception. 

Jesus wasn’t a successful rebel (they crucified him). Later Christians (such as Paul of 

Tarsus) claimed that he rose again (along with so many other mythical figures). 

Jesus was an orthodox Jewish Rabbi from a religious family. That's why he was allowed to 

speak in the temple so soon after coming of age (Luke 2:39-52) Ancient Israel would never 

have opened those lofty doors for the son of a lowly carpenter. 

Jesus had a few ethical blindspots though. He was quite OK with the idea of slavery (which 

he never criticised even once in all his teachings) and he very clearly told people to obey 

the law of Moses (really barbaric stuff with lots of sexism, homophobia, racism, ethnic 

cleansing, infanticide and some really, really, really great privileges for Rabbis). Did I 

mention that Jesus was a Rabbi? This endorsement of Moses' bronze age code of law (itself 

stolen from Hammurabi's much earlier code) is really quite disturbing, coming from 

someone who has since been described as the ‘Prince of Peace’. Peace most definitely 

wasn't a priority for Moses or for his bronze age God of war! 

Jesus apparently said quite a lot of cool stuff too but nothing original. Most of what has 

been attributed to Jesus was said (often much more fluently) by earlier philosophers and 

mystics such as Lao Tzu, Confucius, Buddha and even Diogenes (who lived in a barrel). 

The Nazarene seems to have been an extreme lefty by today’s measure. He preached 

against greed (most of his followers conveniently ignore that bit) and recommended 

compassion instead (apart from the stuff about the Law of Moses, of course). He also got 

a bit 'fighty' with the capitalist pigs. He was especially unhappy with the usurers (like 

modern day bankers) whom he described as 'thieves'. He seems to have had a point there. 

Just like the equally mythical Heracles and Krishna, Jesus was one of the three parts of a 

‘triune’ God. In Jesus' case that God itself evolved from several earlier Pagan Gods called 

YHWH, Elohim etc. Like so many others he came to earth for our salvation and also gifted 

his followers with the ability to prophecy and to speak in tongues. 

Allegedly Jesus' version of the triune God sacrificed himself to himself to save us from 

himself. The intention was to save us all from the sin that lay within us because a woman 

who'd been made from a rib was persuaded to eat from a magical tree by a talking snake. 

Apparently he had to have himself tortured like this because simply forgiving us for being 

what he (in the guise of his own Dad) created us to be in the first place is just too difficult 

http://www.stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/
http://www.vexen.co.uk/religion/christianity_birthnarrative.html
http://www.vexen.co.uk/religion/christianity_birthnarrative.html
http://www.vexen.co.uk/religion/christianity_birthnarrative.html
http://www.religioustolerance.org/chr_jckr1.htm
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Miraculous_births#Zoroaster
http://www.truthbeknown.com/mithra.htm
http://www.religioustolerance.org/chr_jckr1.htm
http://www.religioustolerance.org/chr_jckr1.htm
http://infidels.org/library/modern/james_still/virgin_birth.html
http://infidels.org/library/modern/james_still/virgin_birth.html
http://ancienthistory.about.com/od/christians/p/PaulTarsus.htm
http://ancienthistory.about.com/od/christians/p/PaulTarsus.htm
http://listverse.com/2013/03/30/10-resurrected-religious-figures/
http://biblehub.com/luke/2.htm
https://stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/2015/01/08/civilisation-3-moses/
https://stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/2015/01/08/civilisation-2-hammurabi/
https://stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/2015/01/29/6903/
https://stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/2015/01/13/civilisation-9-the-confusing-confucius/
https://stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/2015/02/09/civilisation-19-the-buddha/
https://stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/2015/01/25/civilisation-17-diogenes-of-sinope-a-barrel-of-laughs/
http://greekmythology.wikia.com/wiki/Heracles
https://sites.google.com/site/yahwehelohiym/yahweh/yahweh-the-elohim-of-israel
http://christianity.about.com/od/topicalbiblestudies/a/passionofchrist.htm
http://christianity.about.com/od/topicalbiblestudies/a/passionofchrist.htm
http://biblehub.com/genesis/3.htm
http://biblehub.com/genesis/3.htm
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a concept for the average triune deity to understand. This act of sacrifice seems to be 

entirely in keeping with the earlier 'scapegoat' practices of ancient Jews as well as several 

ancient Pagan belief systems but has prompted various commentators since the 

enlightenment to wonder why God couldn't just forgive us without facilitating all that self-

injury and Pagan-style sado-masochism.  

The story of 'The passion' seems to be extremely strong evidence of the Jesus myth's 

Pagan roots (complete with attonement through third party sacrifice). Of course the old 

God of Moses only tortured and persecuted people until death. It was Jesus and his 

subsequent followers who introduced and expanded upon the concept of eternal torment 

after death. The God of the New Testament apparently loves us all so much that He created 

Hell, just in case we don't love Jesus in return. 

Jesus is reported to have performed miracles just like Dionysus. He was (is) claimed to be 

'the resurrection' and 'without sin', just like Krishna. Also like Krishna, Jesus' father was a 

spirit and his mother's husband a carpenter. 

Jesus has been dead for nearly two thousand years. Some people think he's coming back 

(just like Dionysus who also rose from the dead). Jesus promised 1st century Christians 

that he would return before the end of their lifetimes. That probably meant no later than 

130 AD at the very most. They’re still waiting. 

In preparation for his merciful return lots of people have been killing lots of other people 

for centuries. They're still waiting. Except for the dead ones. They're not doing anything 

anymore. 

A few years ago a guy called Harold Camping confidently predicted that he knew the time 

and date of Jesus’ return. His supporters made themselves destitute raising funds to go 

out and spread the ‘Good News’. After all – they wouldn’t need money once the Lord 

returned. 

Now they’re destitute. And they’re still waiting. 

One Russian teenager killed herself because she didn’t want to be left behind in the 'end 

times'. She’s not waiting. She isn’t doing anything anymore. 

Harold Camping isn't doing anything anymore either.  

He kept the money though. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/
http://biblehub.com/leviticus/16.htm
http://biblehub.com/matthew/24.htm
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2011_end_times_prediction
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2011_end_times_prediction
http://www.christianpost.com/news/fearful-teen-commits-suicide-on-eve-of-harold-campings-rapture-50542/
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/people/news/harold-camping-the-preacher-who-predicted-the-end-of-the-world-dies-aged-92-9011556.html
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Paul (Saul) of Tarsus 

Saul of Tarsus (AKA Paul the apostle) was born in 5 AD, a full 9 years after the birth of 

Jesus of Nazareth, the man whose reflected glory was to make Paul’s name. He was a 

devout Jew, he spoke Greek, he probably originated from Cilicia (part of modern Turkey) 

and he was a citizen of the Roman Empire. Paul/Saul was an educated man. He was a 

Pharisee who was well versed in Jewish law and the tenets of his religion. He was also a 

‘man on a mission’. 

Originally that mission was to persecute Christians – those heretics, those defilers of 

Judaism who claimed to follow the recently deceased Messiah. It is likely that Paul was 

present at the death (by stoning) of St. Stephen, the first Christian martyr (Acts 7). In 

fact one Christian tradition has it that Stephen’s death may have been the trigger that set 

Paul on his rampage of persecution in the first place. If so we can only assume that Paul 

must have enjoyed the spectacle of seeing this helpless victim terrified, battered and 

broken by his fellow countrymen. 

It was while Paul was travelling to Damascus to do a bit more persecuting that his infamous 

epiphany occurred. According to the bible he had a vision, fell over, went temporarily blind 

and converted to Christianity. According to common sense he had some sort of a seizure, 

most likely resulting from temporal lobe epilepsy.  It seems likely, at least to me, that 

epilepsy was the chronic condition Paul referred to as the ‘thorn in his flesh’ (2 Corinthians 

12: 7-10). 

Whatever the cause of this mystical, transcendental experience it changed Paul very 

profoundly. He, in turn, went on to join and subsequently to change the Christian religion 

he had once persecuted. Ever thorough in his endeavours he became as zealous a follower 

of Christ as he had been a persecutor. By the end of his life in 67 AD he had become one 

of the most influential figures in the religion of ‘The Way’ – so much so that many people 

credit his writings (disgracefully prejudicial as they are by today’s standards) with an air 

of infallibility that has plagued social development for almost two millennia. Paul’s epistles 

have been used to justify mysoginy, homophobia, racism and slavery.  

Paul’s teachings about Jesus’ divinity were far from popular with those who knew the man 

himself. Indeed there were those who thought of Paul as a liar who distorted the truth of 

‘The Way’ for political ends. One such accusation concerns Paul’s account of Christ’s 

crucifixion which exonerates Paul’s beloved Roman Empire of any blame. This is a highly 

implausible version of events given the circumstances of the time but one that found its 

way into the Gospels none the less. 

Paul spent half his life preaching about the Divine Christ and spreading his discriminatory 

bile across the Middle East before being imprisoned and eventually executed by Nero. His 

discriminatory legacy has continued though – alas. 

 

 

http://www.stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/
https://stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/2015/04/03/civilisation-35-jesus-of-nazareth/
http://biblehub.com/acts/7.htm
http://christianity.about.com/od/New-Testament/a/JZ-Death-Of-Stephen.htm
http://www.meta-religion.com/Psychiatry/The_Paranormal/trascendent_experiences.htm#.VR407ZVFDmI
http://biblehub.com/niv/2_corinthians/12.htm
http://biblehub.com/niv/2_corinthians/12.htm
http://www.thesecularparent.com/meet-paul-the-apostle-trainer-of-misogynists/
https://bible.org/article/paul-romans-and-homosexuality
http://www.mostmerciful.com/epistle.htm
http://biblehub.com/niv/ephesians/6.htm
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Vespasian (an unusual emperor) 

Where I come from Vespasian might have been described as ‘nowt special’ to begin with. 

His uncle had been a senator but his old man was a tax collector and for many years his 

older brother, Flavius Sabinus (named after their father) was the real darling of the family. 

Vespasian (Flavius Vespasianus) was named after his mother. 

Vespasian’s manner was rough and abrupt – a set of mannerisms he may well deliberately 

have cultivated to emphasise his humble beginnings and so maintain the support of the 

soldiers he commanded and the plebians he ruled over. He could certainly be ruthless but 

doesn’t appear to have been particularly sadistic. He was cruel when the occasion called 

for it but remarkably tolerant when there was no need for unpleasantness. 

Flavius Vespasianus joined the Roman army and served well under the emperors Caligula 

and Claudius. He even commanded a legion in 43 AD during the invasion of Britain. He 

became Praetor by the age of 30 and Consul by age 42. Unfortunately however Claudius 

died two years later in 54 AD and Vespasianus’ career seemed to stall. 

He was given no further advancement until his early 60s when he became proconsul of 

Africa under Nero. A few years later Nero gave him command of the Roman forces in Judea 

and charged him with the task of quashing the Jewish uprising there. A brilliant military 

commander Vespasian set about his business with ruthless efficiency and enjoyed such 

success that on the death of the emperors Nero, Galba and Otho in 68-9 AD he was 

proclaimed emperor himself. Not bad for the son of a tax collector! To ensure he 

maintained his status as a live emperor rather than a dead usurper he immediately set 

about discovering and publicising every portentous omen he could find to legitimise his 

rather unlikely rise to power. The tactic worked and he occupied he seat of supreme 

executive power for an entire decade. 

Once Vespasian took control of the empire the campaign in Judea stepped up a gear. He 

handed command of the legions to his son Titus and quashed a rival claimant for the 

throne, Vitellius who was quickly defeated, tortured and summarily executed for his 

impudence. 

The emperor Vespasian was popular and restorative, in spite of the fact that he was very 

into raising heavy taxes for all his restorative work both in terms of the buildings and the 

institutions of Rome. He set out to ‘stabilise and adorn’ the empire and over the decade of 

his stewardship he did just that. Ever the commander and strategist he also rearranged 

and redeployed the army whilst his son Titus finished off the last of the Jewish rebels by 

laying siege to Masada and then Jerusalem. 

Vespasian died in AD79 – a few weeks before the infamous eruption of Mount Vesuvius 

that would bury the Roman resorts of Pompeii and Herculaneum for almost two 

millennium. Had he lived just a little longer, I can’t help but wonder what he’d have made 

of that particular omen!                                                             

 

http://www.stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/
http://www.eyewitnesstohistory.com/pompeii.htm
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Hero of Alexandria 

Please answer the following questions… 

1. Who invented the steam engine? 

2. Who first harnessed wind power on land? 

3. Who invented the steam engine? 

4. Who invented the self-perpetuating water fountain? 

5. Who invented turbines? 

6. Who invented programmable automata? 

7. Who invented the vending machine? 

8. Who invented the Fire engine? 

If you answered anything other than Hero (AKA Heron) of Alexandria to any of the above 

questions, then I’m afraid you’d be wrong. This amazing bloke, who was born just a little 

over 2,000 years ago, did all this and more. He also perfected the automatic door, an early 

form of the surveyors’ theodolite and powered all sorts of devices from a musical organ to 

a range of machines using water, steam, gravity, mechanical levers and even simple, 

knotted ropes. 

He was also a master mathematician and empiricist. Hero of Alexandria identified several 

of the laws of optics over 1600 years before Newton did. He taught at the famous 

Alexandrian museum and almost certainly had access to the library there, one of the 8 

wonders of the ancient world. He left written notes on optics, mathematics, pneumatics, 

physics and early robotics (I kid you not). And yet, in spite of all this achievement we 

know precious little about the man himself. I can tell you that he most probably was born 

in 10 AD and it’s likely he died in 70 AD. And that’s pretty much all I know. It seems to be 

pretty much anyone knows. His inventions are well understood but his personality, his 

character, the events of his life and his general circumstances are lost to history. Sorry 

about that. 
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Boudicca 

If you do nothing else today you really must click the link to see the Horrible Histories’ 

tribute to: Boudicca (Don’t dis this miss) Then come back here and read about this 

magnificent woman in less dramatic but perhaps slightly more serious terms. 

Boudicca was married to Prasutagus, chief of the East Anglian ‘Iceni’ tribe and puppet of 

the Romans. Prasutagus was one of only two Celtic leaders that the Romans allowed to 

keep his status. They even shored up his authority by providing him with large sums of 

money, in part orchestrated by Seneca. However when the Celt died 17 years after the 

Roman invasion this was quickly redefined as a loan and Rome decided to foreclose. 

Under Roman law a puppet leader’s successor was entitled to half of his estate and the 

emperor took the rest. However, partly because of the newly redefined loan and partly 

because Boudicca was a woman, the Roman governor, Suetonius decided to take 

everything. When Boudicca protested she was flogged, her daughters were raped as 

punishment before her eyes and then packed off along with various other relatives to be 

sold into slavery. Not surprisingly, Boudicca was more than a little unhappy about this. In 

a fine example of Dark Age diplomacy she united several Celtic tribes under her banner 

and fought back. 

The Celtic uprising began in 60AD when the Romans were preoccupied in an excursion to 

defeat the Druids on Anglesey. The South Eastern towns of Colchester and Londinium were 

left only lightly garrisoned. Boudicca took full advantage of this ‘open door’ and sacked 

the towns before moving on to take St. Albans. The carnage must have been gruesome 

but nonetheless spectacular when seen from the perspective of occupied tribal people. 

But it wasn’t all good news. Fighting and campaigning takes an awful lot of time and effort 

– effort that would otherwise have been spent raising and harvesting crops. The Celts had 

planned to raid the resources of the Roman towns they sacked but the Romans had 

anticipated this and burned their own stores as Boudicca’s army attacked. If an army 

marches on its stomach then the Celts were about to be stopped in their tracks. 

Meanwhile Suetonius’ men. Led by the general Paulinus, returned from Anglesey. They 

faced the exhausted and hungry Celts in a set-piece battle (the Roman army’s forte) 

somewhere in the South of England. The outcome was predictable to say the least. In spite 

of their heavy numerical advantage Boudicca and her allies were routed. It is likely that 

the warrior queen herself took poison to avoid the humiliation of capture and subsequent 

slavery or public execution. 

Boudicca’s rebellion was emphasised as part of political strategy during the reign of 

Elizabeth I (who also claimed the ‘warrior queen’ persona) and then again by the 

Victorians, thus ensuring her a lasting place in the English mindset. Unfortunately though, 

her efforts ended in disaster for her people. Boudicca’s early victories may represent the 
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triumph of the underdog but her later catastrophic defeat should serve as a lesson in the 

dangers of ‘going off half-cocked’. 

Personally I almost wish Boudicca had won. She deserved to and the Romans definitely 

treated her unfairly. However – had she done so modern society would have been very 

different indeed. The Roman influence on English law and values was significant. Who 

knows what our society would have been had the Iceni rebellion spread and driven the 

invaders from our shores all those years ago? 
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Flavius Josephus 

Flavius Josephus began life in either 37 or 38 AD. He was born in Jerusalem into a high 

ranking religious family and was originally given the name Joseph Ben Matthias. His later 

handle was the result of his Romanisation under the emperor Vespasian. 

Josephus seems to have been a bright bloke. He was also almost certainly given to self-

aggrandisement in his writings and much of this really ought to be taken with a pinch of 

salt. For example he claims to have been advising the High priesthood in the principles 

Jewish law by the time he was 14. He also states that by the age of 16 he was proficient 

in all three main Jewish philosophical traditions (Essene, Pharisee and Sadducee). It 

doesn’t take much research to realise that this is impossible given the length of time it 

would have taken to study each of these separate disciplines, let alone all of them. 

Depending upon which of his works you read Josephus seems to have been just about 

everything. He was at one point extremely critical of the Pharisees whilst later on claiming 

to be one of their number. He was an anti-Roman zealot and a servant or the Roman 

emperor. He was a Jewish freedom fighter and a pro-Roman turncoat much beloved of 

Vespasian’s son Titus. What he wasn’t (and could not have been) was ‘reliable’. When 

captured by Vespasian in the great Jewish rebellion of 66-70 AD he kept himself alive by 

creatively interpreting the Jewish Messianic prophecy so that it appeared to refer to 

Vespasian himself. That interpretation may well have saved his life (although not the lives 

of his compatriots). 

This wasn’t such a clever feat as it appears. The political disharmony throughout the 

Roman empire made it a relatively safe bet that Vespasian might eventually rise to power 

if he could just keep his nose clean during the ensuing struggles. Anyway – given that 

Vespasian was his captor, who else would Josephus have backed? So far as Josephus was 

concerned his best interests very clearly lay with appeasing the Roman general who had 

captured him. He did such a good job of ingratiating himself with his new conqueror (and 

betraying the confidences of his former allies) that he subsequently became a Roman 

citizen and permanent advisor on Jewish matters to the emperor himself. 

Despite his interest in the Messianic prophecy, Josephus didn’t really write about Jesus at 

all which is odd given the time and place in which he lived and wrote. Christian tradition 

has it that Josephus confirmed the life and death of Jesus in a couple of passages. However 

subsequent investigation has cast such doubt upon their authenticity that they hardly 

warrant consideration at all, not least given Josephus’ habit of saying whatever was 

expedient at the time. It’s hard to credit the writings of an ‘historian’ who seemed willing 

to say anything to save his own skin. His ‘History of the Jewish war’ seems largely to have 

been written as a propaganda device designed to demonstrate to future Jews the 

invincibility of the Roman empire. Like the Borg of a much later cult sci-fi series, the 

subtext was very definitely ‘Resistance is futile’. 

The pro-Roman propaganda tactic seems to have worked. Josephus not only outlived his 

imperial benefactor Vespasian but also his successors Titus and Domitian. The latter died 

in 98 AD and Josephus left this world not long after, sometime in his early 60s. 
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Epictetus 

The real name of the man we know as Epictetus (55 AD – 135 AD) is lost in the mists of 

time. The name we know him by literally means ‘acquired’ – quite a fitting name for a 1st 

century slave. He was born into slavery in 55 AD and remained so at least until the age of 

13 and probably longer. All we really know is that he obtained his freedom after Nero’s 

death in 68 AD. 

Epictetus taught Stoic philosophy in Rome until 93AD when the emperor Domitian 

banished all philosophers from the capital. At that point he moved to Greece where he 

began a new philosophical school based on the Stoicism of Zeno, Cleanthes Chrysippus 

and Seneca. Not all the emperors disliked philosophy though. Hadrian seemed to have 

befriended Epictetus and Marcus Aurelius, himself a famous stoic philosopher relied heavily 

on Epictetus’ Enchiridion (AKA The Handbook). 

I’ve blogged about Epictetus before, not least during my blog series on Stoicism, The Stoic. 

That’s because he was (and still is) one of my Stoic heroes. His straightforward wisdom 

and simple lifestyle encapsulate not just Stoicism but the key to ‘the good life’. That key 

has a number of elements to it but a very general overview can be encapsulated in these 

three principles: 

1. Concern yourself only with those things that you can control (and all you can really 

control is yourself); 

2. Be satisfied with what you have (even whilst working towards gaining something 

else); 

3. Don’t allow memories of past moments or anxiety about future moments spoil the 

quality if the present moment. 

That’s only a superficial overview of Epictetus’ philosophies. Epictetus popularity was 

renewed in the latter half of the twentieth century courtesy of the Vietnam war POW James 

Stockdale. He described using Epictetus’ philosophy to survive over 7 years of captivity at 

the hands of the North Vietnamese. During this time he endured torture, brutal 

mistreatment and spent over half of the time in solitary confinement. 

I strongly recommend learning more about this remarkable philosophical system of 

acquiring personal happiness and effectiveness. My own PDF on Stoicism, The Stoic may 

be a reasonably accessible starting place. After that why not read The Enchiridion or 

Marcus Aurelius’ Meditations. 

Who knows – it might just change your life. 
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Marcus Aurelius 

Marcus Aurelius Antoninus Augustus was born on April 17th 121 and died on March 17th 

180 aged 59 (almost). He was known as ‘The philosopher king’ both during and after his 

lifetime. He also has the honour of being hailed as the last of Rome’s ‘good’ emperors. 

Ever the diplomat he co-ruled the empire with Lucius Verus until Lucius’ died in 169. 

Marcus didn’t appoint a successor to Lucius and ruled alone for the last decade or so of his 

life. 

It was during these latter years that he wrote his famous ‘Meditations’ – a collection of 

stoic principles originally intended for his own use but published after his death, much to 

the delight of later Stoics such as myself. Marcus contribution to Stoicism cannot be over-

estimated, not least because he shows us a marked contrast between the very highest 

and lowest ranks of society and yet the same problems (and solutions) remain. 

Even as a child Marcus seems to have been attracted to the philosophy of the Greeks. His 

mother even had to persuade him to sleep in his bed. The young Marcus had taken to 

sleeping on the floor after the manner of the Athenian Cynics such as Diogenes. Perhaps 

his self-imposed preparation for hardship was fortunate as he was orphaned in his teens. 

Marcus’ studies in Cynicism and Stoicism presumably helped him to cope with the grief he 

must have felt at the loss first of his father and then his mother so early in his life. 

Marcus succeeded the emperor Antoninus Pius in 161 AD having been chosen by his 

adoptive father Hadrian (the previous emperor) in 138. The intervening years had been 

spent actively working in Roman politics and in studying Stoicism – an early fascination 

that he never tired of. It was presumably his Stoic devotion to duty and to the common 

good that led him to insist that he share the office of Emperor with Lucius. That wasn’t the 

original plan and a lesser man may well have chosen to rule alone. But Marcus was never 

one to let his ego get in the way of what he believed to be right. He considered Lucius 

essential to effective rule and stuck to his guns until the senate eventually agreed to his 

power-sharing plan. 

Although significant in his day I don’t propose to say much about Marcus’ activities as 

emperor. That’s not what interests me here. Rather it’s his philosophy and writings that 

have earned him a place in this series. Written during the last few years of his life, whilst 

on military campaign in Germania. Marcus’ Meditations is one of the most accessible and 

useful introductions to Stoicism I’ve ever come across. It’s a book of its time, complete 

with all the references to Gods and the fates that we might expect from an ancient Pagan 

but that doesn’t detract from its simple brilliance. 

If I remember rightly, Meditations was one if the first Stoic books I ever read – and I thank 

the long dead emperor for it from the bottom of my heart. Marcus Aurelius, the last ‘good 

emperor’ of Rome was instrumental in setting me on a path that has benefitted me greatly 

in both emotional and intellectual terms. I cannot recommend his little book enough. You 

can download it for free here. Go on – it just might change your life! 
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Galen 

Galen lived in the 2nd century AD, from 131 until his death around 70 years later. He was 

a student at the famous library of Alexandria (later sacked in an appalling act of vandalism 

by Christian crusaders) and rose to become the most respected physician of the Roman 

world. He was the personal physician of three Roman emperors, Marcus Aurelius, 

Commodus and Septimius Severus. 

In his early thirties Galen took a prestigious post as chief physician to the gladiator school 

in Pergamum where his duties included not only general medical care but also the 

treatment of wounds inflicted in the arena, an experience that would serve him well 

throughout his career. 

As we have seen history is full of claimants for the position of originator of the experimental 

method even dating as far back as the ancient Egyptian, Imhotep and Galen is no 

exception. He was not the first to be credited with this momentous development and he 

will not be the last either. He was perhaps one of the most influential though. Galen’s 

theories and assumption survived him by around 1,500 years which should certainly give 

us pause for thought. Originator of scientific method or not, Galen was certainly a 

significant step along the way. 

Galen correctly identified the role of the arteries in transporting blood, the kidneys as the 

site of urine formation and wrote a staggeringly large number of books and papers based 

upon his observations from dissection. So important were Galen’s observations that his 

work wasn’t really overturned until the Renaissance. 

It is unfortunate perhaps that Galen was so ready to accept the assumptions of earlier 

physicians like Hippocrates and Celcus. He particularly admired the principle that nature 

must be allowed to run its course and like Hippocrates, Galen may well have been far too 

non-interventionist when it came to aggressive illnesses. Having said that, in the absence 

of modern treatments like antibiotics it seems that Galen and his contemporaries would 

have had few options in that regard anyway. 

Galen endorsed the notion of the four humours which had dominated medicine for 

centuries already and it is due to ancient physicians like him that so many sick people 

were further weakened and no doubt killed in many cases by practices such as blood-

letting to rebalance the humours in sick bodies. In truth the practice would serve only to 

inhibit the body’s own ability to fight off infection and to continue normal processes of life.  

For all his methodological advances, Galen certainly didn’t get everything right. 

I’m loathe to be too hard on this ancient physician though. He was a prisoner of his time, 

as are we all, and given the knowledge and tools at his disposal he did the best he could 

with what he had. Once again – just like us all. Like so many of the pioneers we’ll meet in 

this series, Galen was a man who made mistakes but who ultimately provided us with a 

step or two on the way to greater understanding as well. 

http://www.stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/
https://stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/2015/04/20/civilisation-43-marcus-aurelius/
https://stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/2015/01/07/civilisation-1-imhotep/
https://stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/2015/01/18/civilisation-13-hippocrates-of-kos/
https://stuartsorensen.wordpress.com/2015/03/18/civilisation-33-celcus/


 

© Stuart Sorensen                                  www.stuartsorensen.wordpress.com                                         16 
 

CIVILISATION (BOOK 2) 
BY STUART SORENSEN 

Sextus Empiricus 

Sextus Empiricus lived in around the 2nd or 3rd centuries AD. He was one of the last Greek 

skeptics and a medical doctor. And that’s about all we really know about the man himself. 

We do know a lot about his work, his ideas and his reasoning though. He wrote huge 

amounts and left an enormous legacy of philosophical thought. Sextus’ impact, especially 

upon the development of European thinking has been immense. Most modern Europeans 

may never have heard his name but his ideas have influenced our society both directly 

and indirectly for centuries. 

Sextus believed that beliefs were inherently limiting and likely to be flawed (yes, I know 

there’s an irony there). Consequently he advocated developing the ability to construct 

conflicting arguments for every phenomenon, eventually bringing us to the conclusion that 

we cannot know and therefore can have no opinion. Sextus thought that such non-opinion 

was the route to tranquillity. In pursuit of this non-opinionated tranquillity Sextus 

developed counter-syllogisms for the logical proofs previously recommended by Aristotle, 

effectively tying in knots the illusion of knowledge itself. 

This knack of undermining established ‘proofs’ proved extremely influential long after 

Sextus’ death when his worked, originally made available to the masses in 1562, was 

adopted by many enlightenment thinkers in the centuries to  come. Arguably he went a 

bit far though, ‘proving’ that neither sound nor time exist at all and that the soul is the 

result of the physical body (most modern skeptics would discount the existence of a soul 

at all). Skepticism gets its name from the Greek term ‘skeptikos’ meaning ‘investigator’ 

and now, after so many centuries of investigation and discussion, the argument for the 

non-existence of the soul seems pretty well proven. At least it does so far as this Skeptical, 

Stoical, Empiricist is concerned! 

All that aside, Sextus’ insistence on open-mindedness, upon sceptical inquiry and upon 

uncertainty has been one of the main drivers of modern Western society since the 

enlightenment onwards. Sextus’ work has most certainly contributed greatly to our current 

state of understanding by allowing us the freedom to question without fear of sanction or 

punishment by the dogmatic institutions of church and state. 
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Ptolemy 

Born in 90AD, Ptolemy was a Greco-Egyptian polymath. During his 78 years he became 

expert in astronomy, geography, mathematics and astrology (yes, he believed in 

astrological nonsense but that was the nature of the 2nd century Roman Empire). It was 

Ptolemy’s geocentric view of the universe (the idea that the sun and the planets orbit the 

earth) that was to be so objectionable Galileo many centuries later, prompting his famous 

fallout with the established Roman Catholic church. Ptolemy lived, studied, worked and 

died in Alexandria where he most probably was born.  

Ptolemy was a Roman citizen (denoted by his full name ‘Claudius Ptolemy’) and as such 

would have enjoyed certain rights and privileges not given to all of his contemporaries 

although he was almost certainly of Greek origin. 

Ptolemy’s naïve model of the universe was accepted throughout Christendom and much 

of the Islamic world (where he was known as Batlaymus) throughout the Middle Ages and 

on until the enlightenment. Indeed his work was so influential that Ptolemy himself was 

afforded almost mythical status and even thought to have been King of Egypt and of 

Alexandria, so authoritative was his incorrect assumption about our planet’s place in the 

universe. 

Having got the astronomical ‘landscape’ so spectacularly wrong, Ptolemy then went on to 

map the terrestrial landscape using the same basic data. Basing his calculations on his 

earlier assumptions about the relationship of the stars and planets he used trigonometry 

to calculate the size of the planet, the known land masses and the distance between the 

earth and the celestial bodies. 

His estimate of the earth’s size was far too small, of the distance between the planets too 

short and of the size and shape of land masses too simplistic to be of any particular use. 

And yet Ptolemy continued to be revered long after more effective cartography had shown 

him to be hopelessly naïve in many ways. Such was the power of belief and of dogma. It 

is significant that one of the first real challengers to Ptolemy, Galileo found himself 

persecuted by the church of the day. The drive to maintain the Ptolemaic view of the world 

as the centre of the universe had quite literally taken on religious proportions. 

All that said, Ptolemy still deserves recognition as one of history’s great thinkers, movers 

and shakers. He was a man of his time and as limited by the ideas of his day as we are by 

the ideas of our own period. His geocentric theory was spectacularly wrong but his 

explanation of orbits, naïve as they were, was one of the building blocks that eventually 

led to people like Kepler and Copernicus paving the way for our modern understanding of 

heliocentric, elliptical orbits. 

The way his work was used by the fanatical extremism of late medieval Christianity is no 

fault of Ptolemy’s. The blame for that lies with the medieval priests, their inquisitors, their 

executioners and their torturers, not with the astronomer. 
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Plotinus 

Plotinus was born in about 205 AD and survived until the age of about 66. His philosophy 

was both influenced by and in turn influenced Christianity although there is no evidence 

that he was a Christian himself. His metaphysical work primarily involves the three 

‘principles’ which are… 

 The One 

 The Intellect 

 The Soul 

Plotinus was the original ‘NeoPlatonist’ although he would never have recognised the term. 

The world had to wait until the 19th century for that particular category to come into use. 

It was Plotinus’ neoPlatonism that inspired many of the ideas to St. Thomas Aquinas as 

well as a number of Jewish, Islamic and Pagan writers. Like Plato he disliked reliance upon 

the physical senses to understand universe. He considered human perception to be 

unreliable (which of course it is). Modern studies in psychology, perception and empiricism 

unequivocably have demonstrated the flawed nature of the five sense. Where modern 

science departs from Plotinus and Plato is in attempting to identify a more reliable 

alternative. NeoPlatonism very definitely leans toward a mystical tradition whereas the 

scientist of today prefers numerical, measurable and above all verifiable data to aid 

understanding. 

Plotinus studied philosophy in Alexandria under Ammonius Saccas before embarking on a 

journey through Persia and India to supplement his studies. Eventually he found his way 

to Rome where he ended his days in contemplation and teaching. 

The One 

The One transcends all things. It is essentially good (see Plato’s essentialism) and nothing 

but good can come from it. Therefore, Plotinus urged his students to speak only good and 

then nothing more. For any addition to the good comes not from The One and therefore 

detracts from it. 

In the Abrahamic traditions (Judaism, Christianity and Islam) mystics and others have 

equated The One to YHWH, God and Allah respectively). 

The Intellect 

The intellect, according to Plotinus, is an emanation from the one. Just as the physical 

universe emanates from The One, so does the mind, the ‘nous’. The link between Plotinus 

mysticism and both earlier and later Abrahamic thought is clear here. In fact the first 

words of Genesis could themselves have been written by Plotinus, although, of course, 

they were not. 
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The Soul 

The Souls exists at several levels from The One to nature and the essence of individual 

humans as well. The interconnectedness of The Soul is another strand of mystical and 

religious thinking that was to inspire future writers and scholars from a range of disciplines 

and beliefs. Plotinus encouraged all humans to seek metaphysical union with The One 

through development of the individual Soul, an ambition that may well have been 

influenced by his studies in India and the principles of enlightenment and Nirvana he 

undoubtedly came across there. 

Plotinus believed that happiness comes from union with and harmonious co-existence with 

nature. In that respect he drew from the earlier philosophies of the Cynics and the Stoics. 

He really was an eclectic sort of bloke who, although a little too mystical for my tastes 

would probably have been a real inspiration to know and a really fascinating house guest. 
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Constantine the Great 

Constantine was born in 272 AD and lived until 337 AD. He wasn’t known as ‘The Great’ 

during his lifetime although, judging by his military victories he really ought to have been. 

However that particular epithet was attributed to Constantine much later in recognition of 

his services to Christianity. Having worked his way through the ranks of the Imperial army, 

Constantine became Western emperor before fighting his way to become Emperor of the 

East as well in 324 AD. 

Originally a Pagan he converted to Christianity following a visual hallucination of a cross 

on the eve of battle and an auditory hallucination of the phrase ‘In hoc signo vinces’ (With 

this sign you shall conquer). He subsequently ordered his soldiers to daub the symbol on 

their shields and banners before proceeding to victory over his rival would-be emperor. 

As emperor Constantine was a great reformer, improving and streamlining the empire’s 

economy, introducing new currency, reorganising the military and introducing new civil 

processes too. He decreed tolerance for the Christians and called the first Council of Nicea 

in 325 AD during which many matters of doctrine were decided, including which gospels 

would be removed from the bible and which retained. 

Constantine is often blamed for causing division within the Christian church as a result of 

this intervention but in fairness, the divisions had existed since long before his birth. The 

emperor was probably doing the best he could to prevent further disruption in very difficult 

circumstances. Religious factions have always fought amongst themselves and the 

Christians have been no different either before Constantine or since. He should also be 

given credit for his decree legalising not only Christian worship but a host of other religious 

practices too.  

In predictably partisan style, medieval Christians lauded Constantine as the epitome of 

just and fair leadership but that probably goes a little too far. He did some fine things 

during his reign but let’s not forget that he also overturned some good stuff too. It was 

Constantine who overturned the principle of tetrarchy in favour of hereditary succession, 

thus promoting birth and dynasty over merit and ability. Several contemporaries described 

him as little more than a self-interested tyrant and his struggle to become sole emperor, 

with all the Roman deaths it involved certainly seems to back up the claim. His treatment 

of conquered tribesmen in Gaul and the Rhineland, many of whom were fed alive to wild 

beasts for the entertainment of his more loyal subjects, was brutal even by the standards 

of the day. Perhaps most significantly in the light of the medieval Christian apologists, it’s 

worth remembering that Constantine also maintained his support for the old Pagan deities. 

He even issued decree commanding all Roman citizens, including Christians to honour and 

offer sacrifice to the Sun God, Sol. Oddly enough, there’s not much mention of that in 

medieval accounts of Constantine’s devotion to Jesus. 

Constantine commanded some of the Roman Empire’s most formidable armies when he 

made his bid for full emperor and he most certainly put them to good use. The death toll 

must have been remarkable as he led his soldiers from the Western empire (as far from 

Rome as Hadrian’s wall) through Spain, Gail and the Rhineland, across the Alps and all the 
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way to Rome itself. It was during this campaign that the famous cross hallucination is said 

to have occurred whilst Constantine was preparing to join in battle with his Eastern rival 

Maxentius in order to cross the Tiber and enter Rome. 

Following his triumphal entry into the capital the title of full emperor was a formality. 

Constantine had won, at least so far as the Romans living in the capital were concerned. 

But that didn’t end the killing. Christian or not, Constantine embarked on a series of further 

wars and slaughters, complete with propaganda campaigns and misrepresentation of his 

enemies that even Joseph Goebbels would have been proud of. 

 

 

The council of Nicea 

Although unbaptised the Emperor Constantine had converted to Christianity during his 

struggle for dominion over the Roman Empire. Unfortunately for him the Christian church 

he joined (and inherited a fair degree of control over) was far from unified. These were 

the days before any robust form of mainstream doctrine had been decided and nobody 

really knew which beliefs were heretical and which conformist. It’s hard to conform to an 

orthodoxy when you don’t yet know what orthodoxy means. 

So in 325, Constantine summoned a selection of Bishops to Nicea and convened the very 

first Ecumenical council. Ostensibly the agenda was to decide whether or not the branch 

of Christianity known as Arianism was acceptable or heretical. The doctrine, first suggested 

by Arius of  Alexandria and popular in the East held that Jesus Christ was not part of a 

Triune God but, having been made flesh, was both created by and lesser than God the 

Father. 

Predictably enough the Nicean creed which issued from this momentous meeting made it 

clear that the Trinity is both three and one. This meant that any suggestion of Jesus’ 

subordination became heretical. Incidentally it is this doctrine of the Trinity, the triune 

God, that caused Muslims to see Christianity as polytheistic, rather than monotheistic (a 

charge hotly denied by most Christians then and now). The council also decided which four 

gospels to authorise (and which of the many more to exclude from the authorised Bible). 

Less successfully Constantine’s council tried but failed to enforce celibacy among priests. 

That would have to wait until concerns about the inheritance of what would otherwise 

become church property gave the issue a new importance during the feudal era. 

The council also failed to settle the thorny problem of the date of Easter or exert its 

authority over the hierarchy of churches as it decreed. It seems that even then the 

Christian church couldn’t agree on very much. 
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St. Jerome (The thoughtful one) 

St. Jerome, Doctor of the church was born in 340 and lived until the ripe old age of 80 

(died 420). He was one of a set of four early Christians who together changed the face of 

the early medieval church. The other three, who we shall hear of shortly were Ambrose, 

Augustine and Gregory. Jerome was a colourful character, originally a Pagan who 

converted to Christianity after travelling to Rome at the age of about 20. He was ordained 

as a priest in Antioch and lived a generally ascetical life of study, devotion and eventually 

translation.  

Jerome was the translator (arguably ‘author’ in places) of the ‘Vulgate’ Bible. The re-

translation of the Bible (from Greek to Latin) that he offered as an alternative to the 

established text of the day. During his day he was involved in a few controversies, both 

theological and personal. He was a Master of guilt and used to meditate on the fires of Hell 

as part of his repentance for early lasciviousness. He’d been a bit of a ladies’ man in his 

youth. 

Jerome became accomplished in exegesis (interpretation of Biblical texts). Along with 

Augustine and Pope Gregory, he was one of three early Christians whose work arguably 

allowed for all manner of later misappropriations of Christian principles. Although 

dismissive of the use of allegory, Jerome littered his own exegelical writings with it, paving 

the way for Gregory’s four part process of exegesis two centuries later.  

Although unable to make sense of much of what he found within the Bible he was heroic 

in his attempts to fit a square peg into a round hole. Jerome’s ‘special-pleading’ about 

inaccuracies and contradictions between the Old and New Testaments is both transparent 

and ludicrous. He asserted that when the New Testament contradicts the Old it is because 

the New Testament writers were guided by the Holy Spirit and not the written word. The 

obvious implication is that the Holy Spirit is correcting the errors of the divinely inspired, 

infallible Bible. Either that or the Holy Spirit (part of the omnipotent, omniscient, triune 

God of Moses) is deliberately misleading New Testament writers. Either of these 

implications is unacceptable for Christianity as both clearly undermine the integrity of God 

and cast serious doubt upon the Bible as a whole. Not to be deterred however – Jerome 

soldiered on. Fortunately for him, nobody seemed particularly concerned about the obvious 

difficulty his work had uncovered. 

To Jerome’s credit, he was very honest about the inconsistencies he’d uncovered. That’s 

why he used so much allegory. His reasoning was that although he disliked allegory it was 

necessary when he found himself unable to discover the literal truth of the anomalies he 

found. Or to put it another way: 

1. There were contradictions and discrepancies in the Bible that Jerome didn’t 

understand; 

2. To make sense of these inaccuracies he further obscured them with allegory; 

3. Inexplicably – we’re supposed to believe that the translator who freely admitted 

that he didn’t understand what he was translating is a reliable source for allegorical 

interpretation of the inexplicable. 
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It seems more likely to me that St. Jerome was one of the earliest in a very long line of 

religious apologists who sought to obscure the nonsense they discovered with platitudes 

and symbolic stories. The purpose was not to discover the truth of the world so much as 

to make the holy text seem more consistent and meaningful than it actually is.  

Jerome has been made both a Saint and a Doctor of the Church because of this heavily 

biased method of scholarship. In part that seems fair enough to me – early medieval 

culture was very unlike the culture of today and human psychology presumably differed 

from our own as a result. Jerome doesn’t appear to have been deliberately deceitful. 

Rather he worked sincerely and exhaustively for over 40 years to achieve the goal he 

thought worthwhile. Jerome was a dedicated, devout, courageous, industrious man of 

genuine integrity. His efforts should be acknowledged for the remarkable feat of stamina 

and intellect they were. His conclusions may be less relevant to modern minds though. 

Jerome wasn’t a liar – but his work has enabled ecclesiastical deceivers to devise and 

impose their destructive doctrines upon the population for centuries. To steal a phrase 

from modern Christianity… 

Love the man – hate the deed! 
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St. Ambrose (The approachable one) 

Aurelius Ambrosius (340 – 397) was one of the four Latin Doctors of the church, the early 

Christian writers who, perhaps more than any others shaped the path that Christianity and 

the church would pursue from their time to ours. 

 

His father was also called Aurelius Ambrosius and was the Roman prefect of Gaul. A pretty 

well-established Pagan family then with considerable wealth behind them. 

 

In medieval imagery Ambrose was symbolized by bees and beehives because of the legend 

that his eloquence was foretold when he was a baby, According to the story a swarm of 

bees landed on his face and left behind a drop of honey to signify a honeyed tongue. 

Consequently he’s the patron saint of bee-keepers as well as of Milan where he became 

Bishop on December 7th 374 (a date still celebrated as his feast day). 

 

Earlier in 374 Milan’s Nicean Catholics conflicted with Arians. The bishop (Auxentius) had 

died and in the ensuing argument over identifying his successor Ambrose went to attempt 

to pacify the situation. The crowd (arguably initially a small boy) called for him to be made 

Bishop. His response was to flee the city. 

 

Eventually however he agreed. There were a few small problems. Though He wasn’t 

ordained or even baptized and he hadn’t been trained in theology either. 

 

No matter – he was returned to Milan and within just a few days he was baptized, ordained 

and then duly enthroned as Bishop. It seems he took to his new role with a passion. 

 

Ambrose studied the bible and the writings of others concerning Christianity and the proper 

demeanour of Christians. He gave away his property (a considerable fortune) and became 

the model ascetic Christian. He was also instrumental in the defeat of Arianism and the 

victory of the Nicean creed (as agreed by the Council of Nicea in 325 under Constantine). 

 

Despite coming late in life to Christianity, Ambrose was no fried of non-Christians. He 

actively dissuaded emperor Theodosius from arranging compensation to the Jews of 

Thessalonica after Christian rioters burned down their synagogue. He also wrote copiously 

and preached regularly about the dangers of fraternising with Jews, pagans or heretics. In 

Ambrose’s time those three categories covered pretty much everyone except practicing 

(Nicean creed) Christians.  

 

Ambrose seems to have been particularly vicious and intolerant in his treatment of pagans 

and used his influence to persuade a succession of emperors to outlaw their practices and 

to persecute their communities. Ambrose wasn’t entirely a nice bloke so far as those who 

didn’t share his Nicean orthodox Christian beliefs were concerned. 

 

And yet, for all this Ambrose was undoubtedly one of the more approachable and virtuous 

of the early Church Fathers. It wasn’t long before he became quite an expert in matters 

of theology and scriptural interpretation and he regularly allowed himself to be interrupted 

by members of his flock who came to seek his wisdom and guidance. Indeed – the young 

St. Augustine himself often sough Ambrose out so that he might learn from him. 

 

Ambrose was outspoken and vociferous, especially in his support for the poorest Christians 

and in his condemnation of the greedy. And, as we have seen, he was pretty outspoken 

against pagans, Jews and heretics too! 
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Hypatia (AKA Ipazia) 

One of the things I’ve found striking but unsurprising whilst researching this little series is 

the remarkable lack of women featured so far. Of course this pattern will change somewhat 

as we near our own time but even so – the ratio remains lamentably unbalanced. I don’t 

imagine for a second that there were no great women thinkers in ancient times. Rather I 

think the problem is that for most of human history the contribution of women was 

obscured by the overly patriarchal cultures that gave rise to the modern world. I think that 

this is still a problem in our own time, although undoubtedly less so in the industrialised 

West than in other parts of the world. 

Please don’t imagine that my use of the term ‘patriarchal’ means I’m speaking as a radical 

feminist here. I’m most certainly not. You’ll need to wait for my series on ‘isms’ (currently 

in preparation) to find out why I dislike feminism though. What I do regret is the way that 

history has largely ignored or misattributed female contributions to our understanding of 

ourselves and the world. It’s nice to be able to feature a female polymath like Hypatia 

then. 

Hypatia lived in Alexandria in Northern Egypt. She was a genuine polymath who taught 

philosophy, mathematics and astronomy. She knew Plutarch the younger and was 

respected by many of the great and good of her time including Bishop Synesius (her 

student) and the Pagan, Orestes who, rather strangely, disappeared from history after 

objecting to the persecution of Alexandria’s Jews. 

One of the things I most like about Hypatia is her refusal to conform to the oppressive 

gender role assigned to her. She wore the clothes of an academic and moved freely around 

without male escorts. She even drove her own chariot and was influential in Alexandria’s 

political life (a remarkable feat for a woman of the time). 

Bishop Cyril of Alexandria opposed her regularly from the pulpit. In fact it was Cyril’s 

rabble-rousing that incited a mob (led by Cyril’s own monks) to attack Hypatia in the 

street, strip her naked, murder her and then dismember her remains as a warning to other 

women who might not know their place. It isn’t clear whether Bishop Cyril was motivated 

by religious concerns about the place of women or simple political rivalry regardless of 

gender. Either way, Hypatia was at the sharp end and of a particularly nasty illustration of 

man’s inhumanity to man (and woman). 

Yet Hypatia’s memory lives on. The school of philosophy she headed continued until the 

7th century and her mathematical and astronomical work was undoubtedly influential in 

the development of both disciplines. Inventions such as the graduated hydrometer and 

the hydroscope have also been attributed to her, ensuring that her name survived long 

after those of her small-minded, monkish murderers were forgotten. 

Hypatia was an intellectual, an academic, a philosopher and a martyr. Her story serves as 

a warning to us all. If history teaches us anything it is that we must always be on our 

guard against the excesses of authorities, be they motivated by political or religious 

ideology. 
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St. Augustine of Hippo (the revered one) 

St. Augustine (354 – 430) is another of the four most influential early church leaders. 

Along with St. Jerome, St. Ambrose and Pope Gregory the Great he is credited with the 

development of doctrine and aiding the establishment of a Christian religious institution 

that has lasted for many centuries after his death. A contemporary of both Ambrose and 

Jerome he was a regular correspondent with both (although primarily with the more 

gregarious Ambrose). 

It was Ambrose who inspired him to keep away from petty disputes about the exact rituals 

to be followed in different parts of the Christian world. He saw ritual as an aid to worship 

– not as a justification for pointless squabbling and infighting between Christians. 

Ambrose’s advice in this regard has become simplified but remains familiar in English as 

the proverb “When in Rome, do as the Romans do”. 

The sometime Bishop of Hippo, Augustine was the author of, among other things, the 

seminal Christian texts, ‘City of God’ and ‘Confessions’. He was praised  by Jerome (no 

mean feat in itself) for renewing the faith, arguably because of his work in developing the 

doctrine of original sin and for his elaborate work in justifying the concept of Holy War – 

an argument that would be much quoted centuries later when the crusading Holy Roman 

church launched its brutal and generally ill-fated assaults upon the Muslim citizens of the 

Holy Land. 

Rather strangely, this revered Roman Catholic saint is also credited by many Protestant 

sects (notably Calvinists) as a proto-reformationist because of his attitude to Divine grace 

and the individual road to salvation. His teachings on predestination (based as they are 

upon the doctrine of God’s omniscience and omnipotence) are particularly appealing to the 

Calvinists for whom predestination is a central tenet of the all-knowing and all-powerful 

nature of God. 

Augustine was well aware of the dangers of the flesh, so to speak. It was he who uttered 

the famous prayer… 

“God grant me chastity – but not yet.” 

Augustine fathered a son, Adeodatus via his long-lasting illicit affair with a Cathaginian 

woman. The relationship began in around 373 and continued until the prospect of marrying 

a wealthy heiress came along in 385. His behaviour here was far from saintly and little is 

known about what became of his son and former lover once he had abandoned them. His 

account of this episode in ‘Confessions’ is poignant and the decision to break with his 

illegitimate family seems to have been a source of deep regret both at the time and 

subsequently. 

It was at around this time that Augustine met Ambrose and he converted to Christianity 

in 386. He was, it seems, much more taken with Ambrose’s oratory and rhetorical skill 

than his theology at first. This, it seems was the ‘hook’ that kept Augustine coming back 

to speak with Ambrose until eventually the power of the older man’s arguments overtook 
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him. Augustine later recorded the impetus for this as a ghostly voice commanding him to 

“Take up and read”. Ambrose interpreted this instruction as directing him toward the Holy 

Bible. He obeyed, opened the Holy book at random and read…. 

“Not in rioting and drunkenness, not in chambering and wantonness, not in strife and 

envying, but put on the Lord Jesus Christ, and make no provision for the flesh to fulfill the 

lusts thereof.” 

(Romans 13: 13-14) 

 His Christian conversion was complete. 

Augustine spent the rest of his life wrestling with some of the more complex and confusing 

apparent contradictions of Christianity. He was particularly interested in doctrines related 

to free will (which he saw as secondary to pre-determination) and the scope of God’s 

involvement in the everyday matters of human life. A controversial figure even now, his 

work is not universally accepted and many eastern orthodox Christians object strongly to 

his central doctrine of predetermination. 

Once he converted Augustine became utterly committed to the rigours of the 

contemplative life, avoiding further pleasures of the flesh (he had broken off his 

engagement), working tirelessly and giving away his possessions the better to imitate the 

life and circumstance of Jesus Christ. The Augustinian order which he founded continues 

the same tradition to this day. Augustine was canonized after his death and decreed to be 

a Doctor of the Church by Pope Boniface VIII in 1298. 
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Attila the Hun 

Attila the Hun was born somewhere around the turn of the fifth century and died in 453. 

From 434 he ruled the Hunnic Empire, a vast region populated by the famed barbarian 

warriors who lived off the horses they rode around the plains of Eastern Europe and Asia. 

Although he led his people to many victories his expansionist dreams didn’t go entirely 

unopposed. Attila suffered defeats in many campaigns including failing to conquer France, 

Rome, Constantinople, Persia and the Eastern Roman Empire. But failures don’t make the 

most compelling legacies for warrior kings. Tales of heroic victories are far more enduring. 

Attila probably hailed from East Asia or so it seems, based upon contemporary descriptions 

of his physical appearance left by the Roman diplomat Priscus (who actually knew him). 

The Huns were skilled horsemen whose nomadic lifestyle led to a form of warfare almost 

entirely reliant upon their steeds. Attila was born at around the time when the Huns first 

entered Europe, achieving victory upon victory. The strategies of native European 

tribesmen were no match for the onslaught of these mounted warriors with their expertise 

at shooting arrows literally ‘on the hoof’. The impact of this on the already split and 

declining Roman Empire was extremely significant as entire populations were displaced 

and the Empire struggled to adapt to the changing landscape. 

Attila’s uncle, Ruga died in 434. Ruga had been ruler of one of the Hunnic tribes and his 

death led to a power vacuum which was filled by his two nephews Attila and Bleda. A 

treaty with Rome soon followed along with several years of peace between the two 

factions. However it wasn’t to last and the Huns broke the treaty in 440 when they once 

again invaded the Roman Empire, looting and burning as they went. This distracted the 

Romans and allowed other tribes such as the Vandals to win their own victories against 

the Western empire. Facing multiple onslaughts the Romans were unable to mount an 

effective defence and Attila led his Hunnish horde deep into the Balkans. Eventually the 

Eastern Emperor, Theodolus admitted defeat and agreed to pay an increased tribute to 

the two barbarian brothers in return for an end to hostilities. Not long after this Bleda died 

in 445, leaving Attila sole ruler of his expanding Empire. Taking advantage of his good 

fortune he subsequently went back on campaign, getting as far as Thermopylae, the site 

of Leonidas’ heroic last stand centuries before. 

Attila’s reign was a succession of conflicts leading to a greatly expanded empire for his 

people. He made and broke treaties whenever he saw advantage and was both ruthless 

and indefatigable in the pursuit of conquest. As if to presage the coming age of Vikings he 

regularly attacked the soft targets of the church, particularly monasteries with their rich 

pickings and non-combatant inhabitants. Easy pickings for the mounted Huns who brought 

the sword without warning and left with everything of value as swiftly as they arrived. 

Eventually, however Attila’s luck ran out. A series of natural disasters and a renewed 

determination on behalf of the Roman empire led to the defeat of his armies. He was 

beaten back in ignominy and died soon after, possibly stabbed by his wife, possibly 

defeated in battle, possibly due to internal bleeding as a consequence of excessive 

drinking. Reports vary. The site of his reportedly lavish grave remains a secret to this day 

although legend has it that he was buried under a river, the path of which was temporarily 

diverted for the purpose. 
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Boethius (the forgotten one) 

I like Boethius. He was one of the early medieval world’s greatest minds in my opinion. 

He wasn’t just a philosopher, he was a statesman, a writer and an educator. Boethius 

(Anicius Manlius Severinus Boëthius) was well versed in both Latin and Greek (a rare feat 

for the time) and he used this knowledge to bring many of the ancient classics to Western 

Europe. Without Boethius it’s likely that Plato and Aristotle would have arrived much later 

into the medieval mindset, if at all. 

Born in 480, Boethius had an interesting life. Born into a wealthy, privileged position he 

was orphaned as a child and for a time might have been consigned to obscurity had he 

not been adopted by an equally noble family. As an adult he rose to the dizzyingly high 

rank of consul under the Western Emperor Theodoric. 

Building upon the work of Plato, Boethius defined categories of learning that still influence 

university delineation today. The ‘quadrivium’ as he called it comprised Arithmetic, 

Geometry, Music and Astronomy. Boethius contended (as had Plato) that one could not be 

truly educated until one had achieved proficiency in all four of these subject areas. He 

believed that students should move on to study the Quadrivium only after achieving 

proficiency in three more fundamental topics – Rhetoric, Grammar and Logic. Although 

the name never seems to have occurred to Boethius himself these three more basic topics 

later came to be known as the ‘Trivium’. Together the Trivium and Quadrivium comprise 

the seven ‘liberal arts’ which became the prerequisite for all further study in the early 

medieval university system. 

Even in the fifth and 6th centuries, Boethius was concerned about the implications of the 

growing division between Eastern and Western orthodoxy with in the church. With 

apparently remarkable foresight he seemed to predict the great schism between the two 

orthodoxies five hundred years before it actually came to be. It may be that his attempt 

to heal the divide to come was the thing that brought about his death. 

In 523 this high official of the Western empire attempted to negotiate with the officiates 

of the Eastern Empire. The Western Emperor, Theodoric believed that his consul was 

conspiring with his Eastern counterpart, Justin to overthrow him. Boethius was arrested 

and spent the next year in prison with little hope of a happy ending.  

Had he done nothing more in his life Boethius would have earned his place in this series 

well before his imprisonment. But in the style of a true genius, the great Boethius left the 

best until last. 

During his year of imprisonment Boethius put his mind to his most pressing problem – 

how he had come to such a story state of affairs. The answer he came up with remains a 

masterpiece of consolatory philosophy to this day. Apt that it’s called ‘The consolation of 

philosophy’ then. The impact this book had on the medieval world where life was brutal, 

precarious and often short cannot be over-estimated. 
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In The consolation, Philosophy visits Boethius in the form of a young woman who guides 

him to both awareness and acceptance of his lot. She is his guide throughout, arguably a 

literary device that really takes the places of a range of previous thinkers from the Stoics 

and Platonists to St. Augustine. 

Philosophy explains that Boethius’ suffering is a disease and she has the cure. All he needs 

to be healed is embrace goodness and virtue, to move closer to the divine and so achieve 

contentment. Philosophy, Like Marcus Aurelius and Epictetus, advises that happiness and 

virtue are internally generated regardless of external events. We can be virtuous 

regardless of circumstance. 

In The consolations Boethius also introduces the concept of The Wheel of fortune, a 

tangible model of the changing circumstances of life. In this model it is seen as inevitable 

that those who are set high will be humbled just as those who are humbled will be exalted 

in time. It’s not difficult to see how this understanding would come to strike a consoling 

chord in the lives of oppressed peasants over the centuries to come.  

Fortune goes on to explain that great wealth and status actually move people away from 

virtue and that those who greedily hang on to power and riches are simply moving further 

away from the Divine nature of God. Be glad when you are humbled because your 

Heavenly reward will be all the more secure as a result. 

Hopefully Boethius himself gained some consolation from this great interface of philosophy 

and theosophy in his own final days. He was executed by Theodorus for the crime of 

treason in 524. 
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Gregory the Great (the one inspired by others) 

Gregory the Great (540 – 604) was another of our four ‘fathers’ of the Latin church. The 

others were St. Ambrose, St. Jerome and St. Augustine. Pope Gregory the Great wasn’t a 

‘great’ innovator himself. Rather he combined, refined, implemented and supported the 

work of others. He lagged behind the three other ‘fathers’ by more than a century which 

perhaps gave him the opportunity to pull together their work coherently without the need 

to become embroiled in the arguments that ensued during their lifetimes. Most notably 

the dispute between Ambrose and Jerome regarding ‘lying for the church’. 

Jerome believed that St. Paul and St. Peter simply pretended to disagree with each other 

in order to attract contemporary intellectuals to take an interest in the Gospels whereas 

Ambrose was adamant that such a deception would be sinful and so could not possibly 

have found its way into the New Testament as Jerome believed. Jerome backed up his 

view with Paul’s famous acceptance of deceit in Romans 3:7 whilst Ambrose countered 

with verses such as Jeremiah 48:10 in the Old Testament and 1 Peter 3:12 from the New 

Testament. 

Gregory was able to sidestep this once extremely heated debate between the two Church 

Fathers and combine both their approaches to develop his own version of exegesis. His 

four-fold model is still the approach adopted not only by the Catholic church but by many 

other Christian churches as well – whether they know it or not. So effective was Gregory’s 

four-fold model that many Christians don’t even realise there was a time when people 

didn’t read the bible this way. The model contains four basic styles of interpretation, each 

of which can be applied to different (or even the same) scriptural passages depending 

upon the knowledge and needs of the reader. The four approaches are… 

Literal – for example Adam and Eve really did live in the Garden of Eden and really were 

evicted from it because a talking snake told Eve to eat from a magical tree. 

Allegorical – The fall of Adam and Eve did really happen (literal interpretation) but it’s 

also a nice story to illustrate the importance of obeying God’s laws and to explain why bad 

things are allowed to happen. It’s God’s punishment on us for what someone else did. 

Tropological (Moral) – If you want to know how to behave – then the bible will tell you. 

For example it’s not a good idea to enslave your neighbours. Only foreigners can be taken 

as slaves. To take your own citizens into slavery is immoral. (This one seemed particularly 

important to white Europeans exporting black slaves from the African coast in relatively 

recent centuries). 

Anagogical (regarding prophecy, the ‘end times’ and the afterlife) – Jonah didn’t 

just spend three days in the whale. That’s the literal interpretation but it’s also a prophetic 

and allegorical rendition of Jesus’ three days in the tomb and subsequent resurrection. 

The whole of Revelation is to be read in this way according to Gregory. 

Gregory founded several monasteries out of his own pocket and revived The rule of St. 

Benedict to govern the lives of monks therein. He also wrote The guide to the pastoral 
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care, the first book that Alfred the Great had     translated into English. Gregory’s guide 

(also known simply as ‘Pastoral care’) laid down a huge array of rules for Bishops and 

other clergymen concerning their personal behaviour and the philosophical stance they 

should adopt. Unsurprisingly it labours heavily on humility, selflessness and subordination 

to the Church as well as the role clergymen are expected to adopt in their everyday 

dealings with the laity they serve. 

Unfortunately he also fuelled the developing rift with the Eastern Church by demanding 

that his own Western church take precedence. In hindsight that may not have been the 

most sensible stance to take, fuelling the fire that ultimately led to The Great Schism of 

1054 
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Khadīja b. Khuwaylid 

Welcome to the ‘Civilisation’ blog series. This is my attempt to categorise some of history’s 

most famous (and infamous) names. Sometimes it’s serious and sometimes it’s silly. I 

hope you like it. 

Khadīja b. Khuwaylid may have been born in 555 and survived until 620. Alternatively she 

may have lived from 565 – 633. I have been unable to find a definitive timeline for her. 

However the exact dates seem to me to be less significant than the actual person.  

Khadija is revered throughout the Muslim world, not only as a devout Muslim in her own 

right (she bears the title for all eternity of ‘the first Muslim’) but also as the first wife of 

the Prophet Mohammed. It is significant that Khadija stood out from her contemporaries, 

even before her match with Mohammed, in that she reputedly refused throughout her life 

to worship any idol. Given the nature of her society prior to Islam this would certainly have 

been unusual if not exceptional. 

By the time she wed Mohammed she had already been married and widowed twice before 

and she had built up a successful business as a merchant. She was the mother of, Fāṭima 

al-Zahrā, the revered early Muslim woman and daughter of Mohammed.  

Some argue that without Khadija’s wealth (partly inherited and partly earned in her own 

right), Islam would not have been nearly so successful in such a short time. Of course, 

devout Muslims might argue that Khajida was blessed with this wealth by God precisely 

because of the need to spread the word of Islam in those early days. Muslim tradition has 

it that by the time of her death in 620 her entire fortune had been spent doing just that. 

Khadija was apparently renowned for using her substantial resources for the benefit of her 

fellows and regularly gave to the poor. She met Mohammed when she employed him as 

agent for her. His job was to accompany Khadija’s merchant caravans and negotiate deals 

with other merchants as he went. Mohammed, aged around 25 at the time, came highly 

recommended as a trustworthy and intelligent dealer. 

In time Khadija came to love Mohammed and they were married, For several years the 

pair lived an unremarkable life as would any other couple. It was only later that 

Mohammed began to talk about divine revelations and take to his famous cave for 

extended periods. More of that later in the series though. 

For Khadija’s part, she devoted herself to her husband’s mission with a passion. 

Mohammed is said never to have forgotten this devotion when no other believed in him 

and even rebuked his later wife, Ayisha for criticising Khadija as a consequence. His first 

wife’s loyalty and devotion to Islam in the face of early ridicule and persecution was 

undoubtedly instrumental in those early days and Mohammed, it seems, knew it. 
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Isidore of Seville (the oft-quoted one) 

Isidore of Seville lived from 560 – 636. He was Bishop of Seville, a political reformer, 

persecutor of Jews, opposer of Arian heretics and the world’s first encyclopaedist. A bit of 

a mixed bag then. 

He almost certainly hailed from Cartagena and a family of pious Catholics so notable that 

every single one of his generation of siblings was canonized. So respected was Isidore 

himself that he was described with reverence by Montalembert as the last scholar of the 

ancient world. 

Seville’s famous Bishop both benefitted from and promoted the educational reforms 

originally pioneered by Boethius. He was well versed in both the Trivium and Quadrivium 

and used his position as Bishop and Archbishop to promote education as widely as his 

authority allowed. He could read Latin, Greek and Hebrew and used education (some might 

say indoctrination) as a primary weapon in the battle against his ideological (he would say 

heretical) opposition. 

Bishop Isidore inherited a splintered, disharmonious congregation and he worked hard to 

heal the rift. Although his methods may seem a little unorthodox by modern standards 

there was nothing unusual in his approach by the standards of 7th century Christendom. 

It was Isidore who persecuted Arian heretics in accordance with the Nicean creed of 325. 

It was Isidore who presided over the fourth council of Toledo which decreed that children 

of Jewish parents be removed from their families and brought up as Christians. It was 

Isidore who decreed that all Jews should wear dress that would identify their religious 

affiliation. It was Isidore who decreed that no Jew could hold public office. In retrospect 

we can see exactly where this sort of enforced discrimination can lead and it’s not pretty. 

Fortunately for Isidore's reputation it wasn't too long before the Muslim invasion of Spain 

ushered in the altogether more tolerant society of Al-Andaluse and the Bishop's vicious, 

sectarian anti-Semitism was overturned. 

But Isidore did some really good stuff too. His 20 volume encyclopaedia, ‘Entymologies’ 

was the first of its kind. In fact it was so influential that is remained a standard educational 

text for almost a thousand years. This is a stunning illustration both to the importance of 

the work itself and also to the terrifyingly slow pace of academic change throughout 

Medieval Christendom. Ironically, by working so hard to stifle alternative thinking and 

persecute other religions, Isidore himself must take at least some responsibility for the 

millennia-long moriatum on learning that held back much of Western development until 

the enlightenment. 
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