Stuart Pivar ILAOL introduction

| would like to introduce our first speaker, Studitar, Director of the Synthetic
Life Laboratory in New York, an inventor, authort historian, and art
collector. He has received a B.Sc degree in chenfretm Hofstra University,

in Long Island, New York. He founded Chem-Taineatustries in 1959, to
produce bulk-storage plastic containers, and lis&tairman of the company.
Together with the famed artist Andy Warhol, he foeid the New York
Academy of Art in 1979. More recently Pivar hased his attention to a
number of scientific pursuits, funding AIDS resdmnegenerative medicine,

and origin-of-life research.

Stuart Pivar is the author of two books, “Lifecodiae Theory of Biological

Self Organization”, published in 2004 and “On thegd of Form: Evolution by
Self-Organization” published in 2009. The latteok@resents a new account of
evolution and the origin of life, based on the prenthat the body form of any
species is encodatbt in the DNA but in the patterned structure of the
primordial germ plasm - the universal predecesétiieeqgg.

Pivar’s theories have sustained several linesitfism. One relates to the lack
of similarity of the hand-drawn developmental sewes to experimental
observations in embryology. Another is the notioat tsuch sequences of
illustrated structural changes are without prede&cpower and also cannot be
falsified. A third is the need to examine the realiof the proposed egg surface
ultrastructures such as membrane bands and segmbatiast is the

requirement for an explicit mechanism by which pnesumed single-cell



ultrastructures might direct the arrangement didois of cells in the developing

embryo. Most likely, he is going to address thessy Vssues in what follows.

This year, Stuart has published a paper entitldek“Grigin of the vertebrate
skeleton” in the International Journal of Astroloigy. Stuart has proposed to
present this paper and his ideas in general at MA®ur acceptance reflects
the prolog of Pivar’s “On the Origin of Form”. Thswritten by Mark
McMenamin, professor of geology at Mount Holyokdl€ge, South Hadley,
Massachusetts, whose main research interestsriydossil life. He writes:
(read only red-underlined text)

Preface

o

Marx A. §. McMenasn, PaD

Scientific controversy is an inevirable and even healthy aspect of scienrific study. How-

ever, when the rancor generated by competing personalities in science gets too intense,

results proceeding from the weaker panty can be suppressed or even virtually eliminared,

at great loss to the conduer of science, On several occasions | have had ro rescue impor-

tant scientific resules from obscuricy, or even complere eliminarion, the resulr of this rype
of scienrtific conflict,

Some of the vansitional stages shown by Pivar will appear onfamiliar 10 embryolo-

gists, and may thus invire criticism of the model similar ro the way thar Haeckel has been

criricized for his inaccurare drawings of embryos. [ urge readers ro suspend disbelief on
this marrer, however, for the purposes of full evaluarion and henest scruriny. We cant
afford 1o wait a century and a hall chis time, as was the case with Koene's atmospheric
science. Each of Pivar's sub-models needs 1o be evaluated and tested frem the perspective

of adult morphoelogy, fossil form, embryelogical change as modified by condensarion,

self-organization where appropriate, and finally, and all imporrandy, morphogenertic

field analysis.

Let’s listen to Stuart Pivar’s talk without inteption; there is a longer

discussion period at the end of his 30 minutes talk



