THE SHOEMAKER ASTEROID IMPACT HYPOTHESIS – A CASE OF RESISTANCE BY SCIENTISTS TO SCIENTIFIC DISCOVERY
1) What was the prevailing general theory in Anglo-Saxon geology at the time [which Eugene Shoemaker, too, had been taught as a student]? How did it relate to the origin of craters?
The prevailing general theory in Anglo-Saxon geology at the time when Eugene Shoemakers was taught as a student was that craters resulted from constant and predictable forces. The geologists in the past thought that the craters such as the one in the Arizona desert were the remnants of ancient volcanos. These craters were formed by predictable constant forces. This relates to the origin of volcanoes in the sense that, volcanoes involves outward explosion forces that drives out rocks as well as some other materials. It is the outward explosion forces that lead to craters forming on the surface of the earth.
2) What was unusual in Shoemaker’s background and experience that made him unusually “prepared” to accept the idea that craters were caused by an asteroid impact?

(Several things).

Following Shoemaker’s background and experience, several things made him unusually “prepared” to accept the idea that craters were formed by an asteroid impact. One of the things that made him unprepared to accept that craters were caused by asteroid impact was that nothing big could happen suddenly (Time, 6:39). By leaning on such a perception, it meant that Shoemaker could not agree with the idea that craters were formed by the asteroid impact since it takes place suddenly. The other thing is that many geologists of this time thought that craters were remnants of the ancient which resulted from constant forces that were predictable that originated from volcanoes. The third thing that made the shoemaker be unusually prepared was that people in the past believed that pieces of asteroids falling from the sky did not cause disaster but predict it (Time, 6:53). Therefore, this belief might have influenced his thoughts about the formation of craters. 
3) Why was Shoemaker's asteroid impact hypothesis first strongly resisted by his fellow geologists? Besides that he had the “wrong” theory, what may have been other reasons? Consider the existing evidence for asteroid impact at the time, and the kind of evidence that would be needed to convince self-respecting geologists, and other things.
The Shoemaker’s asteroid impact hypothesis was first strongly resisted by his fellow geologists because of various reasons. One of the reasons is that a large number of these geologists believed that craters were forced by constant predictable forces that resulted from volcanoes. Also, they believed that such enormous craters could not be formed suddenly. However, firing a bullet down to the surface of a crater proved to have a significant impact. A bullet is a small object which when it’s the ground at high speed causes a significantly large crater to form. 
4) What were the different types of new evidence that Shoemaker brought to the scientific community in at least two different publications, without being believed? What was the journal Nature’s attitude? What did it finally take to convince his resistant colleagues?
One type of new evidence that Shoemaker brought to the scientific community without being believed is that the craters were caused by an asteroid impact. The other evidence was that of the effect of impact on the moon.
The journal Nature’s attitude was informative. Finally, there had to be observed asteroids that were about to hit Jupiter. When Jupiter collided with the asteroids, some craters formed, and therefore it was now clear that craters were as a result of the asteroid impact. There was also evidence that was collected on the surface of the moon. 
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