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s and Planets (Part 2)
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ued from Marinus van der S8luijs'
in the last C&C Workshop 2003:1.

~ Chapter 2: An eclectic attitude?

~ Roger Ashton in his critique of the Baturn theory
accused Velikovskyans, apparently including the
~ Saturnists, of tampering with their sources, with
"~ the following sarcastic statement:

Velikovskians tend very strongly to take facts and
ideas in isolation and out of context, and then glue
them together. They then anarchistically try to
distort the remalning 89% or 99.99% of facts In
each sector In order to try to make it all conform to
the ideas and the glueing.[< ]

Based on my personal impression of the way
Talbott, Cochrane and Cardona perform their
research I would never suggest that they
manipulate or otherwise deliberately distort the
sources they work with. Instead, they typically
show care in the use of references and sources not
to rip these out of context or twist their meaning. I
could not, therefore, agree literally with Ashton's
assessment. However, conducting my own research
in the field of planetary myth, I have come across a
handful of instances where the matter is more
complicated than suggested in Saturnist literature,
so that the Baturnists' approach in these specific
instances might easily be mistaken for an eclectic
attitude. Once again, I have no doubt that Talbott,
Cochrane and Cardona have always been honest
and careful in their approaches, but I would like to
bring up a number of issues that make me think the
matter regarding planetary gods is somewhat
different than presented in the Baturnist theory or
that more data need to be taken on board in order
to arrive at sound conclusions. I do not accuse
anyone of deliberate misrepresentation of the data,
but merely wish to show that other solutions are
possible than the ones chosen by the Baturnists.

A first example is the following. Talbott reiterates
Velikoveky's quotation of a Maori tradition of the
planet Saturn as Parearau, whose name appears to
mean her band quite surrounds her'.[3] He does
not comment on the fact that Parearau was
unequivocally regarded as a female instead of a
male deity in Maori astronomy, leaving his readers
with the idea that Parearau is a good match for the
masculine Saturnian deities of the ancient Greeks
and Babylonians. Unfortunately, Talbott also omits
to mention the dispute over the identity of
Parearau. [4] Three native Maori sages have
identified Parearau as the planet Jupiter, but
because they described it as having a ring scholars
have Inferred that they must have erred and must
have had Baturn in mind, [8] at the time being
unaware of Jupiter's ring system. I would never
suggest that Talbott has deliberately left out this
information 8o as to improve his case for Saturn,
but suspect that he was simply not aware of the

controversy.
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A second example is the planetary identification of
the Pawnee folk hero U-Pirikucu, literally big star,
who was better known as Morning Star. Linton

suggested that Morning Star may have been the
planet Mara:

The actual time of the performance of the sacriflce
18 not fully known, but It seems to have been made
In the late spring or summer of years when Mars
was morning star.[ 8 |

Based on the date on which the Pawnee performed
a sacrifice to Morning Star, Von del Chamberlain
found by retrocalculation of the planets in the sky
that Morning Star must have been the planet Mars.
Now, Cochrane subsequently utilised the
assumption of Morning Star being Mars, coupled
with the observation that the anthropologist Murie
was himself of Bkidi blood, as a pivot for the
American leg of his theory that mythical figures
associated with the planet Mars are typically male
and figures associated with Venus female.[7] In
reality Von del Chamberlain's idea is no more than
an intelligent guess. There is no direct testimony
from the side of the Pawnee to confirm the
identification. We read:

Although this identiflication 1s far from certain,
astronomer Von Del Chamberlaln has shown that it
fAts well with the celestial circumstances
surrounding the only Pawnee Morning Star sacrifice
for which we know the date with sufflcient accuracy
to link the event with the sky.[8]

Note the words ‘far from certailn’. Morning Star
may well be Mars, but we cannot be sure of it. The
tentative identification of Morning Star and Mars 18
obviously too weak to serve as supportive evidence
for subsequent theorising. In fact, the mythical
character of Morning Star bears a very close
resemblance to numerous other Morning Star'
figures in native American mythology, who are -
sometimes directly - identifled with Venus and not
with Mars. That Morning Star may have been the
planet Venus as morning star seems to Dbe
supported by the fact that the Pawnee Morning Star
formed a pair with a girl representing Venus as
evening star:

The Morning Star seems to have been a
personification of the Male, as the Evening Star was
of the female principle. He was conceived of &8s &
warrior who drove the other stars before him from
the sky. It was to him that the Skidi band offered a
human sacriflce.[9]

Note also that the Pawmnee distinguished between
the ‘true Morning Star and a 'second Morning Star:

There were 8 number of minor heavenly gods, -
the second Morning Star, who assisted the Morning

Star ...[10]

The coexistence of a true Morning Star and a
‘mistaken' Morning BStar, as among the Crow
Indians, could easily have caused confusion about
the correct planetary identity of each of them. In
the past, scholars have repeatedly proposed Lo
identify the real Morning Star with Venus, Jupiter,
or even & star.[11] It is of the greatest significance
to note that the name [ Pirikucu designated the
planets Mars and Jupiter both.[18] Considering all
this, Cochrane certainly does not strengthen his
case by arguing that all American Morning Star
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23::::8 wt;re I:noorreot.ly identified with Venus,
e e rawnee ‘identification' as the sole
ioo [13] Why not, Just accept that the Pawnee
orning Btar could have been another celestial
body than Mars or that it was probably Venus or
Jupiter on the basis of comparative evidence?

W‘:nhz.tvl;e: e::mpl?n concerns classical astronomy.
" passage in which the Roman philosopher
eneca says that the planet Mars was also called
Hercules and the planet Mercury also Apollo.[14]
The latter tradition harked back to Hellenistic
times. Aristotle already connected the planet
St1lbon, 'Mercury', with Hermes and Apollo both,
[16] and 8tilbon Apollonos, Mercury of Apollo', was
also mentioned in the horoscope of Antioch of
Commagene, cast on the 17" July 88 BCE. [16]
Cochrane utilises Heracles' association with the
planet Mars many times in his articles and makes it
a foundation point for his theory, yet at the same
time claims that Apollo was a clear 'Mars' god as
well, because Apollo's mythical entourage is similar
to that of Nergal, Erra, Resheph, Heracles, and
other Mars gods'. Knowing that Cochrane is well
aware of Apollo's identification with Mercury in
Hellenistic times, I wonder on what grounds he can
adhere to the Hellenistic identification of Heracles
and Mars and simultaneously abandon the
identification of Apollo and Mercury that stemmed
from the same tradition? Perhaps Cochrane would
resort to a supposed universal association of the
same warrior-like characteristics with the planet
Mars. But this would not help the Greek case, I
imagine, as even in a comparative approach all
evidence must first be assessed in its own right.
More importantly, however, warrior characteristics
were also associated with the planets Saturn,
Venus, and Mercury in various parts of the world,
as I will go on to show. I thus cannot follow
Cochrane's reasoning here. Instead, I suppose an
unprejudiced look at the evidence would show that
Apollo and Heracles apparently share a nucleus of
common mythical characteristics, but that they
were assigned to different planets in Hellenistic
times, without the slightest indication that they had
been planetary gods prior to the Hellenistic era.

Chapter 3: SBaturn not universally remembered
as the sun

In The S8aturn myth David Talbott made the claim
that the planet Saturn was unfversally remembered
as the sun and must, therefore, have shone as a sun
in former times:

1. Saturn, not the solar orb, was the authentic
sun-god of ancient ritual. 2. Throughout Saturns
relgn this sun-planet remained flxed at the north
celestial pole. These two themes ... composeé & global
memory ...[17]

Note the phrase a global memory.[18] In lectures
the same claim of a universal connection between
the sun and Saturn is repeated. The uncritical
faction in the audience now believe that there is
worldwide testimony for solar Saturn traditions.
But the careful reader soon finds that the explicit
evidence to substantiate these claims is limited to
the Old World only and not to the whole world.

14

There 18 no gain saying that the fact thas 1.
planet Baturn was identified with the sun i ,
nucleus of cultures in the Middle Bast. Franz p., 1
says with regard to the Babylonian sun that its :

... Hauptvertreter ist der Saturn, der In vieler
Inschriften geradezu wie dann von den Grischey,
als ‘Sonne’ bezeichnet wird, und die Ver&auachun,
belder Qestirne geht sowelt, daB sogar J.
Opposition von Mond und Sonne in zahlreicher
Fillen auf die Btellung des ersteren zum Batirr
libertragen wurde.[ 19 ]

And Grefmann:

Der hochste Gott wohnt entweder am Pol im
hdchsten Himmel oder In der Sonne, dem gréfiten
QGestirn, oder im Kronos (8aturn), dem fernsten
Planeten. Daher stammt die Gleichsetzung Kronos
= Hellos, dle, wie wir Jetzt Immer deutlicher
erkennen, nicht nur in Babylonien, sondern tiberal]
in der Astralreligion eine hochbedeutsame Rolie
spielte.[20]

And Blass notes with respect to the work of
Eudoxus:

In hoc 1pso quem modo tractabamus loco Baturni
stella non Kpévou *atnip voecatur, sed Hiiov [21]

The Greek historian Diodorus Siculus avers that
the Babylonians associated Saturn with the sun:

The star which the Greeks name Kronos they call
the ‘star of the Sun’, because it 158 the most
prominent, and gives the most numerous And mog;
important predictions.[22 ]

Much later, Servius conflrms that the god called

"Bel' by the Assyrians represented the planet Baturn
and the sun at once:

Apud Assyrios Bel dicitur gquadam sacrorumn
ratione et Saturnus et S0i.[R3]

And this tradition was evidently handed down %
the Greeks as well, as is shown by a wealth of
data.[R4] Philippus of Opus, the supposed author of
an astronomical treatise called the Epinomis, 3ays
that the slowest planet bears the name of Hellos: ..
pre-eminent among the planets for 148 slowness was
the one whom some call (Kronos) ... [RB] Kronos
name is substituted here for Hellos' in some
manuscripts. [26] S8aturn is also recorded as stella
solis, the ‘star of 8ol'.[27] Eratosthenes wrote thal
the planet Saturn was called héellou aster, SLar of
Helios’:

The first star is a large one, Phaenon [shining]
associated with Zeus. The second star 18 not IArse.
It is called Phaethon [radiant'] and is named 101
Hellus.[28]

In a certain papyrus Saturn is identified as o U
éliou astér.[29] And the planet Saturn 13 also
shortly called élon, 'sun’, in the accusative Ccase
[30] Ptolemy also says that the inhabitants of
Mesopotamia revere the star of Venus under Lhe
name of Isis, and that of Saturn as MiLhras
Helios.[31] Hyginus called Saturn the planet of Sol,
others say of Saturn.[32] Others simply wrote Lhat
S8aturn was the most important celestial object, | 33]
which frankly amounts to the same. The tradition
seems to have been retained among alchemists, who
called the planet SBaturn the best sun. [34]

Similar traditions can be found in India, where

C&C Workshop 2003:2
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jaturn was styled Suryaputra, Ravisuta,
names assooiated with the sun. [38] As
first of these epithets 18 osonoerned,
'.;utm-m‘.t.hndonnotmmt.ogo
his, at least, is what fBcherer says:
als Sohn der Sonne' helBt sirya-putra: solt
5, 81 ...(36)
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Lhis in fact sufMoss Lo disprove the olaim of Aalurvs
untversal solar aspect for the moment being As
Poter James remarked: |
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Saturn held any special Importanoe i the myths
and legends of the anclent peoplea of America.
Claarly, the ourious bellafs about Saturn were
simply due to the spresd of
astronomloal/astrologioal knowledge among
nelghbouring oultures 38 |
Of course it remains to be explained why the
Babylonians would have compared the sun and Lhe
planet Baturn, Their culture 18 the oldest writing
oulture in the world, Various axplanations nave
been proffered. Peter James speculated Lhat &
flare-up of Baturn might have been the exXplAnation
for the planet's association with the sun. Franz
Cumontswlumwummtm‘phnﬁatmm‘
or the sun of the night ...
mzwwmmmwwaqmmaf
substitutions, of whioh there are many examples,
Saturn could take in astrologioal combinations the
pbaoaftbocuro!wwmmwmd
disappeared.[39 ]
Inaukommwdupwmmwhmm
associated with the moon: Jupiter oould algnily the
moon In wwmanaanmmmwwwum
ajgmorm(nbam.[dio] David Brown discusses a few

{8 everywhere the all-inclusive dragon, the serpent
colling round the world, the all-encircling ocean,
and so on. Thapl_a.nﬂ&nzurnumoummouorbu
was an apt syrnbolic substitute for uhe
idea of the all-enclosing deity
substitute, that 18, not necessarily the origin of the
archetype. Roger Ashton rightly made the polnt:
Shamash the god was originally no more the Sun
than Saturn the planet. Both the Sun and Saturn
are displacement metaphors. During the process ol
corruption of the earliest content of myth,
(nterchangeable metaphors for godly attributes led

in time to spurious
divergenoes of idlom, whi/ch] I shall In due course
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narratives and misleading



