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If it is true, and it seems to be, that present-time parapsychology cﬁﬁr &3
is self-limiting in its effort to appease, amd convince og biased U &f
critics in science, then the field is limited in proportion to the presence,

numbers and powexr§of its non-believers.



SOME CONCEPUTAL NOTES ON THE SCCIfL
OVER-VIEW OF FUTURE PSYCHIC

RESEARCH

Introduction

It seems almost impossible to achieve an over-view of psychic
research, or its future, without succeeding in observing the state of
the art from several different, and differing, points of view. Actually,
this seems a common-sense thing to do, yet it is not done at all, or hardly
ever, concerning psychic research. The divisiveness within the field of

parapsychology,gas well as within the social fabric it is steadily 1nvad1ng)
e~V 1€ oL
is more characteristic today than is any e&ETgIHETEBEEEI;éneSS. Many faults

can bhe founda'}n past parapsychological research modes; yet it seems unrewardingiﬁ

and fruitlessa—fo dwell too long upon them. Many successes can also be pointed

out; ezcept to mention these, where pertinent, it seems misleading to dwell

upon them out of context, since it is jE:gzgggggus that future psychic

- L=
discoverx,\and general and individual psychic prowessness Aare quite likely

to little resemble predecessor concepts. Yet, because of the heightening
in which
intensities in tne soveral areas/psychic concepts are unfolding, (iSRRI

snukeontiibutionsysneculatingranlinileumondtuturernsychiicidevekopments,
, o s

psychic research seems to be engendering a significant future. It seems @

necessary and d 51r e to tr ontinually to have a grasp of the dmpliestieonsd
espeant <°
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/ﬁast? present ZKAXEAXUES psychic research

It seems hardly salient, at first glance, to indicate that Xmxpuyshkisz
pexepsychoXoggxiée there are believers and non-believers$ in psi phenomena,
since each and every emerging scientific effort has possessed this dichotemy
in its emerging stages. Psi research is yet in its emerging stage, however,
angvgﬁg g%gﬁg eg§?sggggig{ytgﬁsunderstanding of its trends, seems significant.

There have been several brilliant theoriticians and experimenters
in psi, most of whom would fall into the believer category, but most of whom
have, indeed, produced meritorious work and results. This work, in the
greater arena of science and society, is seldom studied for its merits,
but to the contrary, is colored by the resistances to psi pkenomena by
the non-believers. The work is therefore forced into the stages of
controversy, proof, disbelief, argumentation, disrespect an?bofteg,asxixsinxkiunx

: theoretica%,and individual character assassination.

The general response, within parapsychology, to this dichotemy is to
continue to try to conceive of unarguable experimental modes the results of
which ﬂ&mmgéiiaxﬂx eventually quiet the challgngers, and bring psi research
(and the field of parapsychology) into acceptability.

Because of this situation, then, where the response of parapsychologists
is primarily %g?%he demands of non-believers, past and present psi research
is controllod/zxss%y by the non-believers. Parapsychologists £ind it difficult
and formidable to try to conform their results to their critics, and at the
same time push through the xexiwrxy reservoirs of criticism, attack and
disbelief that the non-believers have at their disposal both in the scientific
and social realms,

Many parapsychologists are aware of this situation, and seek to extend
parapsychology beyond the dichotemy. But all too often their hypothetical
solution is merely an extension of the primary situation: they hope to find,
within psi research, a panacea, something that equates to an Einstein theory,

that will overturn all resistance ﬁn one fell swoop.



social concepts
Possible limits of present parapsychological pesezieh maﬁﬁxp

As can be seen from the above, if parapsychological research modes
are geared to meet the demands of admitted non-believers as scientific
critics, this in itself tends to constrain the field of parapsychology
and to impose limits that are uniquely in the hands of the critics.
The existence of this artificial limiter, in both the scientific and
social sense, is extraordinarily observable if one studies the social
situation of emerging parapsychology since, say, 1933, when the brilliant
team of Rhing?%ogﬁﬁﬁé with Pierce began to make inroads. Most parapsychologists,
since then, have been compelled to answer not for the success of their
experiments, but to the social impact upon the non-believers.

A reasonable guess as to how much of the parapsychological effort,
since 1933, has gone into muktrightxeppresement trying to convince, demonstrate to
or to appease the scientific critic as non-believer, would be somewhere in
the vicinity of seventy percent. And this may be conservative. For example,
it appears that America's two largest parapsychological institutions, the
Rhinean school and the American Society for Psychical Research are almost
totally constrained by this negative paradigm. Break-away researchers, such
as Tart, Honorton and Puthoff and Targ, likewise find themselves constrained,
possibly to a lesser degree, but nevertheless are required to devote massive
amaunts of time and effort to reply to critics, all most all of whom have
openly stated that they are disbelievers,

The social concept, or the major social concept, of parapsychologists
has therefore been to get along in science, but this ﬁgetting alongness' has
been at the behest of diskexxsxxigrkifizx disbelievers posing as scientific
critics. There are numerous analogies in the history of science: the emergence
of vaccination, for efzgple, or the development of areodynamics, both of which

possessed their critics at—one=bime during their stages.
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Satellites

HE 12 KNOWN SATELLITES OF JUPITER constitute a re-

‘markable system, resembling somewhat the solar system
itself, with a close inner system and a distant outer system that can
also be divided into two subgroups according to their proximity to
Jupiter. :

4

INNER SYSTEM

The inner system consists of five bodies. The four large satellites
of this system (called the Galilean satellites) were discovered in 1610
by Galileo within a year after he made his first telescope. These four
are either identified by Roman numerals that indicate their order of
distance from Jupiter or by mythological names, which were proposed
by Simon Marius, who discovered them independently. The satellites
are called Io or J-I, Europa (J-II), Ganymede (J-III), and Callisto
(J-IV). Because the other satellites are very small, almost 3 centuries
elapsed before they were discovered. Jupiter V (the tiny, innermost
satellite) is difficult to observe because it is small and revolves rapidly
~ about Jupiter close to the planetary surface. This satellite (also

called Amalthea) was discovered visually by Barnard in 1892 with the
aid of the Lick Observatory 36-inch refractor.

The five inner satellites revolve in nearly circular, equatorial orbits
with the same direct motion as the planets (counterclockwise when
seen from the North Pole of the ecliptic). They are close to their
. primary with the innermost satellite, Jupiter V, at approximately 2.5
radii from the center of Jupiter and the outermost, Callisto or J-1IV,
26.4 radii from the center of Jupiter (fig. 18-1). :

GALILEAN SATELLITES

The four Galilean satellites are very large and can easily be seen
with & small telescope or good field binoculars. According to Dollfus
(ref. 245), their diameters range from 3100 kilometers for Europa, the
smallest, to 5600 kilometers for Ganymede, the largest (fig. 18-1,
refs. 246-252). Some uncertainty still prevails, however, as to the
diameter measurements of such objects which at the great distance of
Jupiter subtend only 17. The two largest, Ganymede and Callisto,
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