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Suppression- What was it about the impact of Velikovsky's work that
 earned him the active collaboration of numerous critics to
 programmatically ban his works from academic consideration and vilify
 his character so intensely? Does academia worry about Van Danniken
 or Sitchen or Willens to the the extent that they actively suppress the
 publication or distribution of their ideas? If Velikovsky was a crackpot,
 why were his theories considered to be such a danger to the scientific
 establishment?
As articulated by its adherents, the scientific format supposedly provides the

greatest assurance for advancing knowledge and ridding ourselves of prevailing

myths; it is, in its purest expression, the guarantee that truth will emerge

in spite of prejudice, faith, and inaccuracies.  "Objectivity", is perhaps the

foremost expression of the scientific spint.  Detachment, a non-committal

attitude, ranks as the hallmark for scientific inquiry.  It is this quality

which provides the scepticism to question on-going explanations  so that truth

might derive at least out of refutation.

When reading the literature addressed to what has been aptly described as the

"Velikovsky Affair".  the notion of "objectivity", plays an important role

among the vigorous supporters of Velikovsky as well as the very few critics

who simultaneously call for an "objective", hearing for Velikovsky's theories.

A violation of objectivity is said to have occurred in the reception given to

the many views presented by Velikovsky.  It is not, consequently, any

challenge to scientific inquiry predicated upon objectivity per se which

disturbs such supporters and critics, but rather the failure to conform to

this essential ingredient.

Alfred de Grazia has written an excellent account outlining the basic 

conditions of scientific investigation for what he calls the "rationalistic 

reception system", and how Velikovsky assiduously abided by such demands 

without, however, winning acceptance from most astronomers (I). Journals 

devoting special attention to Velikovsky have been inordinate1y sensitive to 

objectivity: the Yale Scienti~c Magazine expressed its viewpoint by claiming, 

"We feel that the worth of his [i.e.' Velikovsky's] ideas can be determined 

only through objective consideration, and this issue [of the Yale Scien- tific 

Magazine] is an attempt to free scien- tific debate from invective."; (2) and 

in ca11ing for "A Look At the Evidence", the editors of Pensee note that 

"Detached eva1uation may be the hallmark of true science, but it is difflcult 

to remain dispassionate when contemplating the scientific community's role in 

"the Velikovsky affair"(3).  Furthermore' conformity to objectivity is the 

proclamation among the antagonists; Professor Cecilia Payne-Gaposchkin argues 

that "...every scientific man, every man who devotes his life sincerely to the 

advancement of knowledge, commits him- self to certain loyalties. His 

loyalties are to principles, not to dogmas..." (4).  So stated, the 

declaration is being made that science is not unmindful of its "loyalties", 

but is, rather, thoughtful and refiective toward its criteria for determining 

the wonh of new ideas.

Objectivity means, furthermore, that science is a value-free endeavor; its 

purpose is the realization of truth unencumbered by any values extraneous to 

the pursuit.  Nothing can stand in the way of advancing this ambition since 

science, through strict neutrality, detaches us even from on-going societal 

values; there can be no vested interest inasmuch as value-neutrality forwards 

science for science's sake.  Formulated in such terms, science owes its 

progress to the workings of externalistic forces, to objective facts and not 

to subjective feelings.  Strict adherence to scientific methodology is 

mandatory to avoid the pitfalls of going astray from the neutrality posture.  

It is my contention that the "objective" perspective has sociological 

significance and accounts, in part, for the reception given to new ideas.  And 

unless we come to appreciate the sociological dimensions of science and 

thereby perceive the intrinsic follies resulting from the "objective" myth, we 

are bound to repeat, once again, the kind of response given to Velikovsky.

Objectivity and Professionalized Inquiry

By cloaking scientific activity with the aura of detachment, scientists can 

avoid coming to terms with one of the most crucial aspects of social activity 

generally, namely, accountability (5). The declaration of neutrality leaves 

the pretense that scientists can remain aloof from any element or degree of 

social responsibility.

Consequently, as objectivity justifies the detachment from accountability, 

then the basis of elitism within a discipline is founded.  Power can be 

exercised under the pretense that one could not possibly be defending one's 

own vested interest inasmuch as science requires absolute neutrality toward 

everything. In the case of Velikovsky we find the elite's righteousness, and 

those firmly in command of astronomy in the citadel of Harvard University 

showing their wrath by appealing to objectivity.  Velikovsky,s proponents had 

the choice either to chal1enge the notion and thereby undermine one of the 

most fundamental pillars of science, or else accept the validity of 

objectivity and, consequently, the condition of the dispute laid down by the 

elite.  The Velikovsky adherents chose the latter course of action.

An assault upon objectivity must be undertaken not only to undermine the 

repression of scholarly elitism' but also to bring the discipline in line with 

empirical data.  Time and again both sides call for evidence, and there can be 

little doubt but that Velikovsky himself finds self-sustenance, despite the 

hostility in his truly extraordinary command of data.  The supporters of 

Velikovsky insist, correctly, that the resisting coterie elite in astronomy 

ignore  the need to introduce evidence to override Velikovsky.  Yet this 

observation does not inform us how the elite could justify its reluctance to 

own up to facts.  The implementation of the scientific approach  predicated 

upon value neutrality- i.e., objectivity- undermines the very subject matter 

which was initially intended for exploration.  In the stead of empirical data 

we find the constant endeavor to create theories to test theories; hypotheses 

are generated in terms which, supposedly, will elucidate an existing theory 

more fully or explicitly.  Such, in fact, is the very endeavor of the academic 

profession: one is expected to be a professional in order to implant objective 

scholarship' and this can only be accomplished by posing inquiries logically 

connected with established theories rather than coping with anomalies 

discovered within phenomena.  Indeed, objectivity toward facts compels us to 

disguise facts; we are obliged to distance ourselves from the realm of data 

selected for examination in order to avoid any charge of bias in scientific 

discovery.  Objectivity, then, moves us away from empirical validation and 

into theory- with the fatal flaw that we engage in futile evaluation of rival 

hypotheses at the expense of facts. The professional scholar is one who is 

disturbed and whose curiosity is aroused, not by the incongruity of evidence, 

but by formu1ating hypotheses drawn from existing theory.  As a resu1t, "The 

scientific problem [about which the professional scholar is curious] becomes a 

kind of crossword puzzle whose solution satisfies esthetically and may even 

convey some random knowledge. But all this is [rather] irrelevant for the 

systematic, theoretical knowledge of a reality worth knowing,"(6).  Note, 

however, that Velikovsky's  curiosity was aroused not at all on the 

professional basis of objectivity in keeping with the parameters of on-going 

theoretical issues, but by evidence which emerged from historical accounts.  

In The American Behavioral Scientist, Ralph E.  Juergens writes, "Reflecting 

upon events in the life of Moses, Velikovsky began to speculate:  Was there a 

natural catastrophe at the time of the Exodus of the Israelites from Egypt?" 

(7).  And in the Yale Scientist Magazine we have this account: "...Velikovsky 

was first struck by the idea of a "great catastrophe" as the explanation of 

some of the historical anomalies he had encountered in his research"(8).  The 

gatekeepers among professional astronomers became vehement, then, not only 

because Velikovsky lacked the professional credentials demanded by 

disciplinarians, but also because he posed his inquiry on the basis of actual 

events rather than upon theoretical problems derived from a theory 

conjecturing about a reality in keeping with professional objectivity.

It is the firm commitment to ""objectivity" which justifies professionalized 

explorations; "for objectivity strictly adhered to necessarily involves 

passivity"(9).  Being value-free, the professional scholar supposedly allows 

methods to define the parameters of his investigation: hypotheses should be 

derived in keeping with rules of logic. Such a procedure enhances detachment, 

for greater objectivity is accomplished when methods, rather than the person, 

outlines the parameters for investigation; this is the professionalized 

achievement of rationalist thought- "to think is to invent without 

believing"(I0).  Velikovsky, in such terms, was not a professional scholar, 

for he attached significance to an anomaly he created out of his research of 

the evidence; it was an act of creation, not discovery.

As we allow theoretical demands of a profession to dictate the nature of 

phenomena, then objectivity realigns the very subject matter of a discipline. 

When Newton's prescribed uniformity in natural phenomena was transformed into 

reality so that uniformity became a viable fact in astronomy to the exclusion 

of catastrophe, all theories thereafter had to be built upon the Newtonian 

concept to attain professional recognition in astronomy.  Furthermore, 

disciplines themselves became dependent upon orderliness as a precondition for 

survival; were uniformity to col1apse, then an entire discip1ine, such as 

physics, cou1d no 1onger prevai1 inasmuch as order1iness is so essentia1 to a 

scientific field of study.  Since any discipline is predicated upon an ordered 

universe of data for inquiry, disciplinary scholarship must crumble as the 

orderly universe it professes crumbles.  Faced with disarray within the very 

fabric both of what is to be examined and the discipline attempting to 

organize upon the premise of order, the fear of anarchy leading ultimately to

anomie spreads within a professlon.

Objectivity and Scientific Data

Objectivity shields us from our value commitment, which delineates the very 

phenomena to be scientifically probed.  The proclamation of orderliness as 

true is an expression of optimism - the faith that we can know about nature 

and society because we can objectively discover rather than subjectively 

create phenomena, the faith that when we return to the universe it will be the 

same one we left.  A pessimistic outlook, on the other hand, would acknowledge 

a shattered universe, subject to rampant dissension and turmoil, and, 

possibly, bent upon violence, so that we must invoke order as a creative 

expression of our imagination (11).  In the pessimistic frame of mind we can 

cope with uncertainty rather than as the professional with his optimistic 

inclinations, being so fearful that our various disciplines of study will 

disintegrate.  The point I am making here is that science is not a composite 

of objective knowledge, but an onward thrust, in its present state of affairs, 

of optimism wedded to the status quo of orderliness, and is unwilling to 

contemplate divorce since the break-up would mean the collapse of both 

discipline and professional organization.  Consequently, the very fields of 

inquiry get redefined as objectivity is pronounced in Newtonian fashion.  

Astronomers no longer investigate the universe beyond and including the earth, 

but rather an ordered - a preordained order according to Newton's (12) 

universe.  In other words, the deliberate efforts to supplant any vestige of 

subjectivity with objectivity means that the advocates of scientism 

necessarily restructure reality to fit the methodology of science.  This is 

true in astronomy as demonstrated in the Velikovsky affair, but it is also 

correct for other disciplines as well.  "Nearly everything pub- lished in high

energy physics...", Lynn Trainor, professor of physics at the Univer- sity of

Toronto, conveyed to Pensee, "is junk.  It has nothing to do with reality-

it's a whole castle of cards  The fact that it is all a house of cards with

very little reallty to begin with is somehow ignored".

Moving out of the physical sciences, we find widespread consternation over the 

deletion of va1ues from the scientific enterprise.  "The omission from 

psychiatric theories of mora1 issues and normative standards, as explicit1y 

stated goa1s and rules of conduct, has divorced psychiatry from precisely that 

reality which it has tried to describe and explain", Thomas S. Szasz 

maintains(14).  Wolfgang Kohler, a Gestalt psychologist, conveys the same 

distress for psychology and denotes the inner turmoi1 for such spokesmen of 

scientific objectivity: "Even before Behaviorism one particu1ar class of human 

experiences was for a time excluded, namely, all value experiences. Values 

were excluded as being merely subjective phenomena which cou1d not be accepted 

as sound scientific materia1...Human 1iving [however] wou1d simp1y co11apse if 

a1l value experiences and corresponding activities were suddenly to disappear.  

Is the psychologist permitted to ignore the most important parts of his 

subject matter?  And is not his decision to deal only with neutral facts 

strangely at odds with his own contempt of values?  Clearly, his own love of 

neutral facts and his contempt of value are clear instances of powerful 

va1uation".(15).

The historian, Char1es Beard, made the same observation for po1itica1 science: 

"We are theretore confronted by an inherent antagonism between our genera11y 

accepted po1itica1 doctrines, and the actua1 facts of political life...Sha1l 

we in the field of political science cling to a delusion that we have to deal 

only with an abstract man divorced from all economic interests and group 

sentiments?"(16).  Va1ue-neutra1ity designed' supposed1y, to assure 

objectivity has been carried to such an extreme In po1itica1 science that, 

according to the view expounded by Philip Green and Sanford Levinson, 

"...contemporary American political science has often been rendered ir- 

relevant to vital political concerns by the pursuit of petty methodological 

purity...  this supposedly pure- i.e., value-free- work has always been 

strongly influenced by personal value judgments, which with few exceptions 

have been supportive of the political status quo in the United States and have 

generally conveyed a false picture of political life in western 

democracies"(17).  And when Noam Chomsky introduced the subjective dimension 

by insisting that 1inguists examine the infinite number of sentences humans 

can compose (rather than continuing with the classification of finite e1ements 

of human languages expected under the orthodox perspective), the definition of 

linguistics argued by the structura1 linguists, with its intense requirement 

for objective verification and exacting techniques for discoveries void of 

mental entities, could no longer persist (18).

The escape from values which is exonerated by scientific impartiality means, 

in the appraisal by the anthropologist, A. L.  Kroeber, that "we are refusing 

to deal with what has most meaning in particu1ar cu1tures as we11 as in human 

cu1ture seen as a whole".  And as a result, Kroeber continues, "What we have 

1eft on elimination of values is an arid roster of cu1tura1 events which we 

are constantly tempted to animate by reintroducing the va1ues we have banned' 

or e1se by back-handedly introducing va1ues from our own cu1ture."(19).  And 

such is the case in the Ve1ikovsky affair as astronomers avoid contemp1ation 

of catastrophe: objectivity with its inherent optimism of an ordered universe 

1imits the range of inquiry so that physicists lament that the discipline 

wou1d succumb should Velikovsky prevai1.  What is actua1ly being said is that 

physicists fear the collapse of their subject as they conceive the field- or, 

more precisely, as they prefer to conceive the fie1d inasmuch as adherence to 

objectivity constricts the subject matter of all discip1ines advancing the 

notion of order1iness.

A scientific creed' buttressed by the professiona1 organization's insistence 

upon objectivity, has come to replace re1igious dogma.  Professiona1ism is the 

by-word and the mark of excellence for the truly matured scientist; it is 

intended to enshrine not only "the truth', but also the bearer of that 

"truth",- namely, the scholar of scientific investigation.  The scho1ar's 

ascendency in the profession's hierarchy of membership and office-holding 

validates his c1aim for prominence and anoints his particular writings with an 

official imprimatur; the prestige conferred by professionalization of 

scholarship warrants respect from other bureaucracies such as the university, 

government, foundations, pub1ishing houses, and business corporations. 

Nonethe1ess, it has never been demonstrated that "objectivity", sustains 

accuracy; instead, as a canon of science' it is intended to convey the purity 

of innocence required for academic piety.  And the increased 

professiona1ization of objectivity decreases the exploration of theory 

vis-a-vis evidence in favor, as we have seen, of theory construction.

Objectivity and the Acceptance of Velikovsky's Views

It would now seem that the greater acceptance of Velikovsky's views confirms 

rather than refutes science's objectivity- that in spite of all the hostility 

truth, at last, prevails because objectivity carried the day, sweeping aside 

the o1d and bringing in the New Truth.  This, however, is hardly the case, and 

would be contrary even to Velikovsky's own analysis asserting the basis for 

the acceptance of new theories in science.  For Velikovsky effectively argues, 

in explaining the rise in popularity of the doctrine of uniformity, that 

social events nourished acceptance.  He contends, "...that in the climate of 

reaction to the eruptions of revolution [ie., the French Revolution in 1789] 

and the Napo1eonic Wars the theory of uniformity became popu1ar and soon 

dominant in the natural sciences." (20).  We must not mislead ourse1ves and 

pretend that Velikovsky,s theories in astronomy are somehow, in spite of the 

vigorous opposition, being tested in a systematic fashion in keeping with 

established scientific canons of objectivity, or that his views are being 

confirmed without acknowledgment.  Just as Ve1ikovsky insists that the 

acceptance of uniformity flourished out of social dispositions for harmony in 

18th century Europe, we must not feign scientific approval and declare that 

Velikovsky's own ideas are somehow void of social meaning as they gain 

acceptance in 20th century America. The momentum of acclaim comes from the 

social dynamics of our day- not in harmony with the specifications of proper 

scientific inquity, but with the demands of the power elite within American

society.  It is because space explorations have been undertaken that so much

evidence and interest essential to Velikovsky's theories have been collected

and publicized.  And space explorations have not been the pure scientific

enterprise touted to the public, but rather originated and persist today to

fu1fill military expectations.  It is most doubtfu1 that so much of

Ve1ikovsky's formu1ations in astronomy wou1d have been substantiated so

quick1y in the absence of a mi1itaristic menta1ity now dominating this nation.

Thus, while it was the longing for peace and tranquility which apparently 

nourished notions of harmony in nature, today it is the momentum of 

militaristic destruction which introduces the greater reception toward 

Velikovsky's controversial interpretations.  Modern science owes its growth to 

wars and the threats of war (21).  And it may very well be that Velikovsky 

will be no exception to this generalization.  By the advocates of Ve1ikovsky 

failing to challenge value neutrality so as to give social direction to the 

results of their efforts, there is the very distinct danger that the words of 

the anthropo1ogist, A. L. Kroeber, which were quoted above, will ring all too 

real, namely: "What we have left on elimination of values is an arid roster of 

cultural events which we are constantly tempted to animate by reintroducing 

the values we have banned, or else by back-handedly introducing val- ues from 

our own culture.,, (22)

In reading the literature surrounding the Velikovsky affair, I find little 

indication that we are sensitive to the social realities of our time any more 

than Charles Lyell when setting forth the doctrine of uniformity.  By 

deliberate suppression of morality in the act of creation on the part of 

scientists, we have dismissed as irrelevant the issue of moral accountability 

so that space explorations become a cover for military needs.  Yet, it is an 

astronomer, not always appreciated by the proponents of Velikovsky, Fred 

Hoyle, who charged: "lt is exactly what I have always felt about the space 

program- that the astronomers were being used as a facade of respectability 

for an essentially military project.,, (23) Rather than being sensitive to the 

dangers of advancing militarism, we find in The Velikovsky Affair, a book so 

noteworthy for dealing with the nature of receptive systems in science, the 

claim that "There can be little doubt that in a totalitarian society, not only 

would Dr. Velikovsky's reputation have been at stake, but a1so his right to 

pursue his inquiry, and perhaps his personal safety."(24).  There simply is no 

sociological basis for such an indictment, but rather considerable harm is 

done by taking attention away from our social responsibilities to focus, 

instead, upon the mythical Cold War mentality of the fifties (25).

The rather remarkable research undertaken by Werner Von Braun in Fascist 

Germany and the outstanding space probes by scientists in the Soviet Union 

attest to the vigorous support totalitarian societies invest in scientific 

research rather than the closure which would overwhelm- immediately and 

decisively- Velikovsky.  Democracy does not vouchsafe any greater critical 

freedoms for new scientific theories than an autocratic regime.  Indeed, the 

argument could be made that democracy itself contributed greater hardship 

toward Velikovsky inasmuch as the book became popular with the public as a 

best seller; was popularized in such magazines as Collier's Magazine, The 

Reporter, Saturday Review of Literature, Harper's; received coverage by 

numerous newspapers; and was given extensive book reviews.  "Going pub1ic," 

because of less stringent control over the press than in other societies, 

posed a kind of "democratic" threat to the establishment in astronomy.  As 

Popular Astronomy explained in its June' 1950' review of Worlds in Collision 

by Ceci- lia Payne-Gaposchkin, "We are giving greater prominence to this 

analysis of "Wor1ds in Co1lision' than is usually accorded to book 

reviews...This book has been brought to the attention of a large reading 

public by having been mentioned favorably in several popular 

magazines..."(26).

Scientific disciplines, being autocratic organizations, do not take 

democratization of scientific findings lightly; "going public", violates the 

aristocratic foundations of scientific professions and therefore meets with 

expedient hostility, as though dissemination of discoveries not receiving the 

official confirmation of the scientific elite invites contamination of 

scientific thought.  It is one of the more serious blunders among scholars to 

think that democracy nourishes free inquiry. there is the naive outlook that 

in the absence of state authority there is full freedom for scholars vis-a-vis 

the political system in America, that regimentation over ideas is not an 

explicit function of the state.  Such declarations merely anoint scientists 

with the freedom to control one another; insofar as that control remains in 

the hands of the American political elite, there will be no necessity for a 

formal state agency to regulate scholarly professions.  Reins remain extremely 

tight upon the creative person through the delegation conferred by the State; 

by keeping each other in line, scientists avoid direct State censorship.  

Thus, the forces of resistance find a more difficult time to convince skeptics 

of the lack of true freedom of inquiry by the absence of an explicit state 

agency charged with thought control.

Conclusion

In summary, we need to recognize that scientific research is a social activity 

and, as such, it is a creation of social forces and not a reflection of pure 

intellect void of society's values.  I have tried here to demonstrate that 

"objectivity", itself is a value and, as such, has ramifications for the 

subject to be investigated, the disciplines organized to conduct the 

investigation, and the professions which emerge to solidify the scholarly 

disciplines within our society.  Furthermore, the reception given to 

revolutionary scientific discoveries is not in accord with logic but is in 

keeping with social developments; in the case of Velikovsky, the emergence of 

a militaristic state within American society seems to be a dominant social 

force in support of the space explorations which have come to provide the 

everincreasing factual data relevant to Velikovsky's theories in astronomy.

The utility of knowledge still dominates research: "The ultimately decisive

question", writes the political scientist Hans Morgenthau, "is not what man is

able to know in view of the capacity of his brains, but what he wants to know

from among the knowledge technically accessible to him." (27). More to the

point, it is not only what "he wants to know" but "who wants to know."  And it

seems to me that it is the mi1itary strategist who wants to know about space-

and hence wants to know about Velikovsky- to advance military tactics and

control.  This is a rather ominous conclusion' but a consideration which has

to be faced in spite of the call for objectivity.  Scientific accountability

denied on the basis of value neutrality leaves a convenient void into which

the military will most likely step.
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                   /////90 MINUTE VIDEO DOCUMENTARY\\\\\

    Kronia communications  has  completed  a 90 minute video documentary on

    "Saturn  Myth"  author  Dave   Talbot's   startling  discoveries  about

    destructive  perturbations  in  the  planetary arrangement of the solar

    system.  "Remembering the End  of  the World" give a clear insight into

    the very different world that  ancient peoples inhabited and told about

    in their  myths  and  art.   The  video  is  profusely illustrated with

    computer animation and a beautiful gallery of archaeological photos and

                               ancient art.

    -----------------------------------------------------------------------

    Direct inquiries about ordering to our toll free number  1-800-230-9347

    Internet: http://www.kronia.com/~kronia     email: inquiries@kronia.com

    -----------------------------------------------------------------------

              ///// CONTEMPORARY VELIKOVSKIAN SCHOLARSHIP \\\\\

    On Nov. 26, 1994, Portland, Oregon hosted an international symposium on

    ancient myth and  modern  astronomy dedicated to the pioneering work of

    Immanuel  Velikovsky, author  of   "Worlds  In  Collision".    Over  20

    researchers  spoke  on   the   need   for   a  reinterpretation  of the

    archaeological, astronomical, geological and anthropological records in

    light of growing evidence  that  The  Earth's  recent history witnessed

    catastrophic encounters  with  a  number  of  planetary  and comet-like

    bodies.   Kronia  Communications  is  making  the proceedings  of  that

    symposium available  both  on  audio  cassette and as ASCII text 3 1/2"

    diskettes.  We also have a collection of representative text files from

    the pages of  historic  and  ongoing  Velikovskian  journals  including

    Pensee,  Kronos, The Velikovskian,  AEON, SIS Review and  Catastrophe &

    Ancient History.   A partial list of the contributors and their bios is

                          below.  Prices are as follows:

       20 Cassette set of audio tapes from the International Symposium:

       "VELIKOVSKY- ANCIENT MYTH AND MODERN ASTRONOMY"           $60.00

       PROCEEDINGS on 3 1/2" IBM floppy- ASCII text, no illustrations

                                                                 $10.00

       30 + ARTICLES from the above journals on floppy           $10.00

    -----------------------------------------------------------------------

    KRONIA, box 403, Beaverton, Or  97008        email: walter@teleport.com

    -----------------------------------------------------------------------

                              ///////\\\\\\\

    AEON is a journal of science devoted  to the collection and exploration

    of archaeo-astronomical traditions  and  analysis of common patterns in

             ancient myths from around the world.  Topics include:

           Reconstruction of standard archaeological dating systems

              Evidence for cataclysmic evolution and extinction

    Common elements in the myths of  the planets, the Deluge and comet-like

    dieties associated  with  quakes,  volcanos,  tempests  conflagrations,

    ice ages, plagues,  mass  destruction  and  migration  in Egypt, India,

    Assyria, Akkadia, Chaldea,  Medea, Minoa, Sumeria, Judea, Greece, Rome,

    Babylon, Persia,  China,  S.E.  Asia,  the  Pacific,  Scandanavia,  the

                Americas and among contemporary native peoples.

                Please send all manuscripts and inquiries to:

    -----------------------------------------------------------------------

    AEON, 601 Hayward St., Ames, IA, 50014.              email:  ev@eai.com

    -----------------------------------------------------------------------

                              ///////\\\\\\\

    THE VELIKOVSKIAN is a  journal  devoted  to  Myth, History and Science.

    Topics have included:  origin  of  the Moon,  ice core dating evidence,

    the suppression  of  science,  the  nature  of Venus' heat, gravity and

    electrical properties in  space,  ancient maps, "dark matter", calendar

    dating, planetary magnetic  fields,  the  dating of ancient ruins, etc.

    -----------------------------------------------------------------------

    THE VELIKOVSKIAN,  65-35 108TH St.,  Ste D15,  Forrest Hills, NY  11375

    -----------------------------------------------------------------------

                              ///////\\\\\\\

    SIS- THE SOCIETY FOR INTERDISCIPLINARY  STUDY REVIEW is a journal about

    chronology and catastrophism-  the  evidence for catastrophic events in

    archaeology,  history,  anthropology,  and  evolution.    Other  topics

    include: celestial  mechanics,  myth  and  tradition,  historic dating,

    erratic events in the Solar System, meteors, ancient planetary dieties,

    problems and new interpretations in  Greek, Persian, Hebraic, Egyptian,

                         Babylonian history, etc.

    -----------------------------------------------------------------------

    SIS  REVIEW,  10  Witley  Green,   Darley  Heights,  Stopsley  LU2 8TR,

                           Bedfordshire,England

    -----------------------------------------------------------------------

                              ///////\\\\\\\

    SCIENCE FRONTIERS- William Corliss'  bimonthly collection of digests of

    scientific anomalies  in  the  current  literature.   Hundreds of short

    abstracts in many  areas  including:  Archaeology,  Astronomy, Biology,

    Geology, Geophysics,  Psychology,  Physics,  Chemistry, Mathematics and

    Esoterica

    -----------------------------------------------------------------------

    THE  SOURCEBOOK  PROJECT,       P. O. Box  107,  Glen  Arm,  MD   21057

    -----------------------------------------------------------------------

                              ///////\\\\\\\

               Speaker Biographies - International Symposium

               "VELIIKOVSKY- ANCIENT MYTH AND MODERN SCIENCE"

    DWARDU CARDONA-  Electrical  engineer,   founder  Canadian  Society  of

    Interdisciplinary  Studies,  senior  editor  of  AEON.   Researcher and

    prolific writer  on  comparative  mythology  having  published over 100

                       articles in various journals.

    VICTOR CLUBE- Dean of the astrophysics department at Oxford University,

    England.  Co-author of two books, "Cosmic Serpent" and "Cosmic Winter",

    claiming that major  cometary  disasters  have occurred within historic

    times, devastating early  civilizations.   His current work is aimed at

    alerting government agencies to such perils as comet Shoemaker/Levy and

    encouraging  governments  to  mobilize  the  technologies  necessary to

    identify  potential  cometary  intruders  and  to  provide  terrestrial

                          defenses against them.

    EV COCHRANE- Associate  Editor  Kronos;  executive editor and publisher

    AEON; published many  articles  in  Kronos  and  AEON  from comparative

    mythology,  to  planet/comet  catastrophism  and  biological evolution;

           currently finishing major work: "The Many Faces of Venus".

    VINE DELORIA- An American Indian  activist, lawyer, historian, educator

    author screen writer and consultant.   He is author of "Custer Died For

    Your Sins",  "God Is Red",  "Indians  of  The  Pacific Northwest", "The

    Nations Within", and 10 other  books  on native peoples issues.  He has

    served on the editorial boards  of the American Historical Society, the

    National Geographic  Society,  the  American Heritage Dictionary of the

    English Language, the Journal of International and Comparative Law, and

    over 15  other  publications.   He  has  over  5  honorary degrees, has

    authored 8 special government  reports on Indian affairs., and has over

    100  periodical  articles  including  articles  in  Pensee  and Kronos.

    ROBERT DRISCOLL- Graduated Caltech  (physics) and Case Tech (mechanical

    engineering)  (cum laude);  author  "Unified Theory of Ether, Field and

    Matter", 1964; member  American  Physical  Society  and his articles on

    physics have appeared in The Bulletin of the American Physical Society,

    Hadronic Journal,  Physics  Essays,  AEON,  author  of numerous journal

                                  articles.

    CHARLES GINENTHAL- Editor-in-Chief,  The  Velikovskian;; contributor to

    Kronos, AEON, Meta Research Bulletin;  author: "Carl Sagan and Immanuel

    Velikovsky"  and   "The  Continuing   Velikovsky   Affair:  The  Second

    Generation".   Charles  is   also   working  on  a  cosmology  invoking

    electromagnetism as  a  counterforce  to  gravity in interplanetary and

                             interstellar space.

    ROBERT GRUBAUGH-  Structural  Dynamicist  1967-1990  at  TRW  Ballistic

    Missiles  Division,   San  Bernardino  CA,   Section Chief,  Department

    Manager, Senior Staff  Engineer-  Analyzed  trajectories in relation to

    stipulated orbital conditions; inventor of a rotational shock measuring

        device, now being used by the Japanese for earthquake measuring.

    RICHARD HEINBERG- Velikovsky's  personal  assistant  and  editor of his

    unpublished manuscripts.  Heinberg's  popular book, "Memories & Visions

    of Paradise" was hailed by  Jean  Houston (noted authority on the great

    religions) as "...a new classic  in  the  study of the world's psyche."

    He  is also  the author  of two  other  books  and numerous articles on

                     mythology, anthropology, and ecology.

    GUNNAR HEINSOHN- Masters Sociology 1971, Doctorate Social Sciences 1973,

    Doctorate Economics 1982, Freie Universitat,  Berlin; tenured Professor,

    University of Bremen 1984.    Author  of  over 15 books and 300 articles

    since 1969 in the fields of history, economics, theory and chronology of

    civilization, the separation of  modern man from Neanderthal, Bronze Age

    Mesopotamian civilization, Greek city state economics, origins of Jewish

    monotheism,  recontructions  and  revisions  of  Mesopotamian, Egyptian,

    Akhaemenid and Indus-Valley civilizations, the European witch hunts, and

                      the 20th century Jewish Holocaust.

    EARL MILTON-  BS 1956, MS inorganic  chemistry 1958, doctorate gas phase

    spectroscopy  University  of  Lethbridge,  Montreal; staff University of

    Saskatchewan, photometrics  of  the  aurora  borealis;  founding faculty

    member and head Centennial University  at Lethbridge where he engaged in

    laboratory research on the aurora  and  stellar spectra and developed an

    all-electric theory governing  cosmic  and terrestrial events; currently

    completing manuscripts on astro-catastrophism including collaboration on

    an  Encyclopedia   of   Quantavolution   and   Catastrophes;  editor  of

    "Recollections of a Fallen  Sky,  Velikovsky  and Cultural Amnesia"  and

    co-author of "Solaria Binaria:  Origins and History of the Solar System"

    WILLIAM MULLEN- Recognized  as  one  of the world's leading classicists,

    Dr.  Mullen  is  currently   Professor  of  Classics  at  Bard  College.

    Undergraduate  study-  Harvard,  Magna  cum  Laude,  Phi Beta Kappa, and

    Bowdoin prize for best undergraduate essay; Ph.D. University of Texas at

    Austin;  Assistant  Professor  of  Classics,  University  of California,

    Berkeley.   Dr. Mullen  is  the  author  of "Choreia; Pindar, and Dance"

    (Princeton  University  Press,  1982),  and  articles on "Dithyramb" and

    "Choral  Dancing,"  in  the  "INTERNATIONAL  ENCYCLOPEDIA  OF DANCE," in

              addition to many other articles and published works.

    DONALD PATTEN- B.A. and M.A. degrees in geography from the University of

    Washington.   Author of The Biblical Flood and the Ice Epoch (1966), The

    Long Day of Joshua and Six Other Catastrophes (1973),  and Catastrophism

    and the Old Testament (1987).   He is also a principal in the production

    of two videos, "Cataclysm From  Space  2800  B.C." and "The Discovery of

                                  Noah's Ark."

    LYNN E. ROSE- Professor of  philosophy,  State University of New York at

    Buffalo; B.A. cum laude, Ohio State University, 1955, in ancient history

    and Classical  Languages  (Greek),  Phi Beta Kappa; .M.A. in Philosophy,

    Ohio  State  University,  1957;  Ph.D.  in   Philosophy,  University  of

    Pennsylvania, Author of over a  half-dozen books on Classics and several

                             dozen journal articles.

    DAVID TALBOTT-  Founder  and  publisher  of  Pensee magazine's ten-issue

    series,  "Immanuel  Velikovsky   Reconsidered,"  which  helped  to spark

    international  interest  in  Velikovsky's  work  in  the  mid seventies.

    Author of "The  Saturn  Myth"  (Doubleday, 1980),  and  founder  of  the

                journal AEON:  A Symposium on Myth and Science.

    WALLACE THORNHILL- computer systems engineer with IBM and the Australian

    Government;  postgraduate  Astrophysics  studies  at Queen Mary College,

    University of London;  papers  on  Venus  and  the  origin of chondritic

    meteorites have been published  in  the UK Society for Interdisciplinary

    Studies (SIS) Review  and  the  Proceedings  of  the National Australian

         Convention of Amateur Astronomers; Past committee member of SIS.

    ROGER W. WESCOTT- B.A. Princeton,  (linguistics, summa cum laude); Ph.D.

    Princeton, linguistics 1948; Rhodes  Scholar; anthropological field work

    in  Nigeria;  director   African   Language   Program,   Michigan  State

    University.; Author of over 40  books  and 400 articles; listed in Who's

    Who; Professor of Linguistics in the Humanities Division of the Graduate

    School and Professor of  Anthropology  in the Social Science Division of

    the College of Liberal Arts  at  Drew University in Madison, New Jersey;

    first holder of The  Endowed  Chair  of  Excellence in Humanities at the

    University of Tennessee.; current President of the International Society

                  for the Comparative Study of Civilizations.

    SAMUEL WINDSOR- Windsor is a  mechanical engineer previously employed by

    Boeing and by the Department of the Navy in building nuclear submarines.

    Currently  working  as  a  naval  architect  and  marine  engineer.  His

    essays have appeared in  the  journals Catastrophism and Ancient History

                                   and AEON.

    TOM VAN FLANDERN- Phd  1969  Yale,  celestial mechanics; former director

    U. S.   Naval  Observatory,   Celestial  Mechanics  Branch;  teacher  of

    astronomy and  consultant  to  the  Jet  Propulsion Laboratory; frequent

    contributor to  scholarly  technical  journals  and astronomy magazines.

              Author- "Dark Matter, Missing Planets, & New Comets".

    DUANE VORHEES-  Doctorate in American Culture Studies from Bowling Green

    State University.   His  dissertation  was  "A Cultural and Intellectual

    Biography of Immanuel  Velikovsky."    Dr. Vorhees is currently with the

    University  of  Maryland,  Asia  Division,  teaching  American  History,

    literature and related courses.   He  is the author of numerous articles

                             in Kronos and AEON.

    IRVING WOLFE- B.A.  English  and  Philosophy  1956,  M.A.  English 1958,

    doctorate Drama 1970  McGill  University,  Montreal; Professor of Drama,

    McGill University 1978  to  present;  author  of over 25 articles and 50

    papers on Velikovsky and the role  of  global catastrophe in the shaping

    of ancient  and  contemporary   dramatic  themes,  in  the  formation of

    cultural amnesia, in the creation  of world religions and other forms of

    collective  behavior;  frequent   lecturer  and  consultant  outside the

                                 university.

    NANCY OWEN-  B.S Michegan  State  University,  M.E. University of Texas;

    author  "Astronomical  Events  on  the  Dates  of  the Dresden Codex" and

    "Archeoastronomy  in  Pre-Columbian  America",   contributed  papers  to

    Sobretiro de:  Estudios  de  Cultura  Maya  Vol VIII,   SIS Review, , Il

    Coloquio Internacional de Mayistas,  ESOP, Memorias del Primera Coloqueo

    Internacional de Mayistas;  presented  papers  at  the Museum of Natural

                        History, NY, AAAS- Mexico City.

    ERIC MILLER-  Poet, playwright, writer;  former Trustee of Island Campus

    (Pacific  Institute  for  Advanced  Studies);   correspondent  with  and

    performed research for I. Velikovsky; author of "Passion for Murder: The

    Homicidal Deeds  of  Dr. Sigmund  Freud"  (1985 New Directions),  "Venus

    Worship  In  Ancient  China"  (manuscript),  "The  Errors  of  Einstein"

                                (manuscript).

    CHARLES RASPIL-  B.A. Political  Science.  1967,  City  College  of  NY;

    currently working as a  Fair Hearing  representative for the City of New

    York;  published  in  Horus,   The  Velikovskian,  Proceedings   of  the

                       International Forum on New Science.

