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| mass, matérialization, metaphysic¢s, mind, mind/body problem., Moray dévice,

" Block 20 (Contmued)/ \\metaloglc encompassmg both physms and. metaphysics.
1 Everetts many-worlds interpretation. (MWI) of quantum mechamcs then prov1des

, prec1se1y :modelled by, and related to, physics. A theory of bi ofields is then
| apparent from the model. A solution to the ontolog1ca1 problem is presénted,..

; closure of the universe, in the manner of Einstein's spherical model of the cosmos

. factor of 1042), The polarity of a charged: ‘particlé is due to the direction of

. single giant hologram, 'and reality becomes holographic rathér than Cartesian,

-ordinary 4-space, the mind itself i’s not percéived or observed or detected, since
. a mass perception system (the physical sensory apparatus) loses the time dimen-
| sion, the only objedtive dimension shared in common by mind.and matter prior

to perception/detection/observation, Thus the act of physical sensory detection 4-

: Bloc;< 19 (Continued) 1ncep1:10n 1nf1n1ty, mtersectmg frames hfe 11nked
brains, Mach's principle, many-worlds interprétation of quantum mechanics,

nothing, orthogonvalmframes,,, orthorotation, particle, perception,. perceptron,
probability, psychic, psychotronics, psi, quantum, quark, quiton, relativity,

réality, spacetimé curvature, spirit, time, tobiscope, tulpa, two-slit experiment;|
| -unified field theory, universe closuire, wave, wavicle, zéro,

the: theoret1ca1 framework onto which four-law perception theory can bz fitted,

The MWI is known to be consistent with the entire experimental basis-of: physms -

Thus the new ‘schéma contains a correspondence-principlés i,e,., it reduces to
-ordinary physics of-a- 'single 4~gpace in thé limit,
A ¢luster-of an.infinite numbér of orthogonal 3-dimensional spatial frames,

all containing the same single fourth diménsion or'time axis, provides a framewor,
onto.-which mind, matter, fields, being, life, and both physical and metaphysical’

phenomena’ can be fitted and precisely modelled. Thus’ metaphysics can be

. Using the four-law perception approach, a fundamental particle becomes a

The simultaneous existence of both macroscoplc and microscopic universes is
due to multlple closure of the same universe.at dlffe.ing-rates’(dlffering by a

closure taken by the fast-closure universe cusp. The world thus becomes.a

Mass is a timé-différentiator, and in its-differentiating.of L3T Minkowskian
spacetime, the time dimension is lost, Thus physical detection systems do.not
detéct time d1rect1y, and the time dimension cannot bé "seen" by a mass

" detection: (sensory) system, The mind is- ob;ective, since mental phenomena,
occupy. the time dimensmn and the timé.dimension is accepted as objective in
physics—-,fHowever, since-the-mind does not share the spatial, dimensions of the

perception or observation itself . - -~ is responsible for.Descartes' sharp sep=
. ardtion of mind and body, )

-A mind becomes a complete 3-dimensional physical world, three or more
orthogonal spatial turns, (rotations) away from the ordinary 3-dimensional wotld,
in-an n-dimensional cluster of orthogonal three~-spaces with a single fourth
(or time) axis., DeBroglie waves.and photons.are fitted into this model as redk
particles in the appropriate space frames, and the nature of a quark is simply
that it is spatially unclosed, -~ hence it is not detected as a particle (which must
be. spatially closed) in phys1cal experiments,” From the model constructs that
model life, death a biological system, psi, .consciousness, inception, telepathy

LA T

psychokinesis, UFO's, God, and the collective unconscious can be taken, ——_} >

Materialization, dematenahzatlon, and mind linkage also exist, as does a =~

specific mechanism for t ulgas -- materialized and objectiﬁed thought forms
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: ;?Block 20 (Contmued) The UFO \phenomen‘a/ may be explained as tulpas;which
‘I'are tuned in from the hyperspatial'mindworlds of the human species.. Apche etypal

, . forms aré most easily evoked but are imprintéd or- changed according-to personal,,

social, and eultural.conditioning. Several major UFO "flaps" -are shown to pre-

= -cisely fit these criteria. Since in Everett's MWI all possibilities are concretely

| real and exist, then-any kind .of thought reality at all may be orthorotatad inand

- férr‘;erge in the-ordindry laboratory spatial frame, and emerge as.concretely.real .
‘}objects, entities, véhiclés, devices; étc, However, since a mind is normally

1 quite unstablée, then ‘tulpas which are materialized aré unstable and usually go

away in a short period of time,
The two= ‘ht experiment and the Hiérénymus -device aré shown to mvolve

1 the fourth.law of loglc -as does the Heisenberg uncertainty principle,. A new

| definition of 1i riothing 1s-.advanced, which resolves the philosophical problem
. of nothing. Multiple presénce and singular absence are idertical (1 e,, they

‘are 1ndlstmgulshable) t0.a monocular perceptxon/detectxon pgocess
. Feynman's: criterion for a unified field theory == fhat'it: “mu'st. explam why
104.2 occurs in both the ratio of.an.électron’s radius. to the:Einstein closed

|a factor of 1042 .. The dual closure universe model-also is consistent with
1 Santilli's proof that the classical assumption that électric fiéld &nd gravitational

| same thing. In dual closure, an electrical field is. essentially a. gra\iltational
field compressed by-a factor of 1042 but in-a separate closure cusp than the

' grawtatlonal field,
Hubbard s manifold theory of physics also derives the four-law metaloglc,

}and substantiates the four-law perception’ approach, i
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S ; \ . August 1, 1976
, ' \
Ms, Alicé Healy
Defense Documentation Center -

ATTN DDCTSR-I
Camero:1 Station
Alexandria, VA'22314

LI A

Dear Ms, Healy:

Enclosed are two papers which I would like ¢6 have placed in the DDC system,
per our previous conversation, Completed DD Form 1473's.are also énclosed. The
materml is copyrighted by me, but naturally this letter constitutes authority for you

to:put it in DDC

Your assistance is. deeply appreciated; These two papers represent something
of absolutely fundamental importance, 1 believe, and their content should be avallable

to all DOD users who are interested in parapsychology and psychotronics,

- Sincerely,

s bt

Thomas E, Bearden
LTC, U.S, Army (Retired)
Research Scientist
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advances.a fourth law of logic

how the id;
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to mu1t1ple closure of the same urfvers

and reality becomes- holographic, T§

-cannot be "seen" by a mass detg
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* ABSTRACT
xas.ych.orfmnd)-md*tromes—{plwaeal-de%eee) the term: sychotronics feférs

‘to the 1nteract10n of mind: and matter, and so-to a union. of physic€a nd metaphysms

. mept—¢ muet—be-auekeé#explaﬂrpsyehe&onm_.%e%utnom
the age-old “identity of ‘opposites’ whosz-apparent.
necessity has. baffled«»logaeta ~philosophérs-; -and scientists~for centuries, *W1th
the author’s :perce; approach to perception, oneis at last-enabled to/ omprehend.

“of opp051tes is accomplxsh_eg_ ..and when it.is accomphshed

together with the first three Aristotlean laws -of logic. form a
complete, closed metaloglc encompassing - both phys1cs and metaphys1cs - Everet"
many=worlds interpretation- (MWI) of quantum mechamcs thén provides i " “theoretical
framework onto which four-law perception theory-can be fitteg e MWI is kndwn to.

~ be.consistent w1th the entire experimental basis 6f physics. Thus the new schema

contains a'correspondence principle: i.e., itreduces to ordindry physics in the limit,

Jjust-as Bmstem s relativistic physics reduces to Newtonian physics in+ the limit,

A cluster of an infinite number of orthogonal 3-d1men51onal spatidl frames, all
containing the samé single fourth dimension, or time axis, .provides a framework .onto
which mind, matter,, fields; being, life, and both physical: and. metaphysical phenomena
can be fitted and precisely modelled Thus metaphysxcs can be precxsely modelled
by, and related to, physws : e e ‘\

ey e R

ptmn approach »a fundamental particle becomes a

C'Uﬁ the four-law per

.closure of the universe, in the \anner of Einstein's spherical modeél of the cosm,

h macroscoplc c.and. m1cros,cop1c,,,umverses is. due
§at dlfferent rates (differing by a factor of
pRrticle is due to the-direction of closure takéen .
‘ fhe world tidm-becomes a_single giant holograms—
er than Carte51an. «\Mass is-a time différentidtor,
and in its differentiating of. L3T Mijfkowskian ‘spacetime, tHe time dimension is lost,
Thus physical détection systems do-not detect time directly, and the time dimension
tion. (sensory) system. The mind is objective, since
mental phenomena occupy or sh@re the time dimension, and the time dimension is
accepted-as objective in phyfics, However, the mind itself is not perceived or
observed ordetected, sipe a mass perception system. (tne -physical sensory
apparatus) loses the e.dimension, the only objective dimension shared in common
by mind and mattepLricr to perceptlon/detectmn/observatlon. ‘Thus the act of
physical sensgo» *’detection -~ perception-itself -~ is responsible for Descartes’
sharp's #fion of‘mind and body.

v‘?—laranind becomes a complete 3-dimensional physmal world X ree‘or more

The simultaneous existence -of boy

1042), The polarity of a charged {
by the fast closure universe cusp.

an n-dlmensmnal cluster of orthogonal thrée-spaces w1th a single time axis?
waves.and photons are fitted into this .model.as .real particles in the
frames, and the nature of a quar]g_j,smply’thar it v unclosed -~ hence.it is

not deis — [C Tch must :be spatially closed) in phys1cal experiments,

om the model, constructs that model life, death, a bxologloal system, psi,
consciousness, inception, telepathy, ‘psychokinesis, UFO's, God, and the collective
unconscious can be taken. Materialization, demat jriahzatlcn, and mind linkage also

exist, as does.a specific mechanism for. tulpas. -( materialized thought form% \}

R i,
E To0 long 3 UoP ap Ul page
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3 ~ The:UFO phenomena may be explaiirfed as. tulpas. whlch are-tuned 1n ‘from: the

%5 hyperspatial mindworlds of the human species. Archetypal forms are most easily

_ -evoked, but.are imprinted or changéd.according to personal social, and cultural

3 cond1t10n1ng. Sevéral major UFQ "flaps” are shown to.precisely fit these critéria.

E Sitice in Everett's MWI all possibilities.are concretely real and exist, then any kind

of thought reality at-all may be orthorotated.in and emerge in thé ordinary laboratory

spatial frame, and emerge as ‘concretely real objects, entitiés, vehicles, -devices,

3 etc, However; since a mind is normally quite unstable, then tulpas which are

- materialized are unstable é and usually-go away'in a short period of tine,
“'*\__f{l'h'“"two sl1; expefiment and the Hieronymus devme are shown to-involve

the fourth law of ¢ loglcb S &oes the Helsenberg uncertainty pxlnclple .,A new deﬁmtlon
of nothing is advance ¢ Multiple- presence and singular absénce aré identical . e.,
they are indi ufShable) to.d monocular perception/det ctlon Paﬁcees

‘ FEynman's criterion-for a unified field theory /-‘s‘-’ GE e mus?explam why 1042
occurs in both the ratio of an electron's radius to-the Emstem ‘clcsdd universe's radius,
and the ratio of the ‘electrical force and the-gravitational, force-bétween two electréns. ~-
is met by dual universe ¢closure at rates d1ffer1ng b ~; 'The dual-closure univeérse
; model also is consistent with Santilli's.p at the ¢lassical-assumption that
; electric f1e1d and gravitational figld-are dlfferent things is: false -and. that they are -
either totally or partially. es{z thing. In dual-closure, an elef‘tncal field'is
esseritially & gravitd onal field compressed by a factor -of 1042 ‘but- 1n a separate
closure cy p/ﬁm the gravitational. field.. ’

bbard's manifold. theory-of ‘phiiysics also derives the four~1aw metaloglc, and

substantlates the four-law percéption approach.
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TO UNDERSTAND PSYCHOTRONICS R {

(vl

. VUGRAPH:ON
The prefix "psyctio™ refér§ to the mind,
The suffix "trorigs" refers. to physics and-physical.devices.

Thus the- concept of "psychotromcs" refers to & unioh. 6f physms and
metaphysics . 4

To solve thé formidable problem presented by such:an.audacious.
coniceépt.requires a -solution: to.-eévery present problem in metaphysics;, foundatrons
-of loglc foundations of: physws and foundations-of mathématics,

1t has been said that fools rushin ‘wh“ere ar’rg_el‘s fear to: tread.

To tacklé. the: problem of psychotromcs demands an audacity tos
go: where even-fools féar to tread,

VBGRAPH OFF ’ | : Q ',
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SOMEBASIC UNKNOWNS
(vg#2)

Psychotronics involves a new understanding of'all thesé coricepts. |

One-must. literally evoke a new concept of reality.

< .
=
N [N
4 .,

This ‘slide lists.a few.of the things which ho.6he really undérstands,
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SUGGESTED APPROACH
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VUGRAPH ON R AL ) &

In 12 years of intensive work on this question; the present authorhas
evolved a conceptual.approach: which is consistent with présent physws but
extends it, and oné that.appears to: be’ capable. of deahng with the problem

A néw qbnc:evptzo’f Teality is ‘iynvo,lveyéd,, ‘however, and severe demands
are made on the-individual to $tretch his framework of comprehension.

ANy
Az £t R
it S ST 5 AT R Y

The“péz‘ceptrogy.cc)ncépt is an-abstraction which énables thémoedelling 6f . :
perceptionitself =- either mental perception-or physical detection, :

= Y P g SR i
P i

(5P Y

The fourth law. of logic involves the age-old-"identity of:opposites™ whose
.apparent recessity has baffled logicians; philosophérs, and scientists forcenturies.
With thé peréeptron concept, oné is$ at last enabled to comprehend how the identity
of opposites isaccomplished,.and when it is aécomplished:

N

ool

E.g., this immediately solves thé age=old philosophical problem of change,
once.applied, The fourth law also. closés logic.inté. a complete, closéd: metaloglc
.encompassing both physics and metaphysics.

et

WARENK

, ' Everett's man’y-worlds interpretation (MWI) of.quantum mechanics .then {
; promdes the theoretical franiework onto which perception theory can be fitted.

The MWI is known to be consistent with the entire. experxmental basis of physics.
R Thus the new schiema contains a correspondence principle: i.e., it reduces to

ordinary physics in the limit, just as Linstein physws reduces to Mewtonian
: physics in the limit,

A cluster of an infinite number of orthogonal ; 3-dimensional spat1al frames
.containing a single comnmon fourth dimension, or time axis, providesa framework

.onto which mind, matter, fields; being, life, and ‘both physical and metaphysical
phenomena can be fittéd and precisely médelled,

Thus metaphysics.can be precisely modelled by physics,

A theory of biofields is then apparent from the modél,
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A SUGGESTED.APPROACH TO PSYCHOTRONICS

i
e

L {vgia)
VUGRAPH ON :

From perception theory, using: ‘the percéptron concépt, thé author has
succeeded in-deriving a great deal of the present basis-of physics, as shown
on this slide. ' : -

Einstein's postulates of relativity -have been.detived for the: special:
relativity case,. and-it appears that‘the: equivalence principle, necessary for
genéral relatxmty, also: follows "The. denvatlon of the first two ‘postulates

has been published, .

Néwton's laws of motion == relativistic form --.have been- denved ‘and
published;

A solutioh to the ontological problem has béen . derived,

Tn addition, a new nature.of the photofi-has been revealed. A photon is
simply an.ordinary 3-dimensional particle existing in & 3~space-that is orthogonal
to the laboratory 3-space frame. Thus the photonic particle has & 2-dimensional
intersection with the laboratory obsérver's. spatial frame, and it.appears &8s a wave ( "
or Z—dimensmnal -entity to-him, A stationary partlcle in the laboratory-frame N
appears as a photon to the orthogonal: spatial frame, {

WRRIERT

N This can readily be scen as a necessity if one restates Einstein's second )
postulate, The second postulate is usually stated as "The speed of light is the ;
'same for every observer, "

at the speed of light, ¢, with respect to every particle in-that inertial frame,”

i

|

* Restated, the postulate becomes "Every .photon in an inertial frameis moving-
|

]

: § The corollary; then foilbyvs immediately: Every particlé in:that inertial frame
X is also moving at the spéed of light, ¢, with respect t6 every -photon in that
K inertial frame,

In a single 3-space', this is incomprehensible; Taking two.orthogongl:
3-spaces, it is perfectly comprehensible,

Aristotle's three laws of logic are incomplete; and it is necessary-to.develop q

a fourth law to close logic-into a metalogic encompassmg physics and 'metaphysics, .
The fourth law has the .charagteristics .shown 6n the viewgraph.

We-will dévelop the fourth law shortly,

vg‘gRAPH QFF i




A SUGGESTED.APPROACH TO, PSYGHOTRONICS
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Prom péi‘cexitién thééry, using the percéptron coxiéept the autho‘r has
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Einstein's postulates.of relativity have been.derived for the special i

relativity case;, and it appears that the equivalence principle, nécessary for :

-general relativity, al§o follows, The. derivation of thg first two postulates é %

‘has been published, : i ‘. g

Newton's laws of motinn =~ relativistic form ~~.have béen derivedand : »5

published. - 4

A solutioh to thé ontological problem has been derived, b

, , ‘ ‘ Y

In addition, a new- nature.of the photon has been revealed, A photonis *‘

simply an-ordinary 3-<dimensional péirt';‘gléeﬁsting in.a 3-§pace that is orthogonal “

to the laboratory 3-space framie. Thus the photonic particle has.a 2-dimensional | i

intersection with the laboratory observer's spatial frame, and it-appears as a wave ( g

or 2—dimensmnal -entity to-him, A stationary particle in-the laboratory frame . a

appears as a photon to the orthogonal spatial frame, ( i 3

This .can readi’iy be scen as a necessity if one restates Eir“lsjcgain?s. second %

postulate, The sécond postulate is usually-stated as "The speed-of light is the ‘ ‘l’”

, same for every observer," P
i Loy
| Restated, the postulate becomes "Every photon in an inertial frame.is moving ,&(;
H at the speed of light, -c, with respect to every particle in that inertial frame,” ’
g E The corollary then follows immediately: Every particle in.that inertial frame %
g % is also moving at the speed of light, c, with respect to every photon.in that ‘%
| & inertial frame, By
‘ In a single 3-space’, this is incomprehensible; Taking two.orthogonal
3-spaces, it is perfectly comprehensible, )

Aristotle’s three laws$ of logic aré incomplete, and it is necessary to.develop
a fourth law to close logic‘into & metalogic-encompassing physics and: metaphys1cs

The fourth law has the charagteristics shown-on: the viewgraph.

Werwill develop the fourth law shortly,
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& A SUGGESTED APPROAGH TO PSYCHOTRONICS (CONT'D)
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Everett's many-worlds interpretation of quantum mechanics, with which
very few physicists are familar, in fact provides a. needed: corréction to the
conventmnal interpretation of relativity, and it allows a theoretically ‘sound’
basis to be constructed for psychotronics.

4 The conventional interpretation 6f rélativity considers only-a single
.observer at a time,

_But'if you can convince yourself of as simple a thing.as that’both you and
I ex1st smu‘faneously, régardless of how we mové with respect -to- each other; then
I assure you that physics is starthgly «different from what you studled in the
ordinary univetsity physics book. :

Everett, originally a student of the world-rendwned physicist, Dr. John: '
Wheeler at ‘Princeton, for:his PhD thesis cons1dered the problem of multiple
Simultaneous-observers and worked out what this did to physics., His highly
innovative thesis.provided a totally new interprétation of quantum physics, and
it defined a startling new kind of reality in which-all p0531b111t1es are physical )
real and exist, This new phys1cs is indeed very strange, but.it is totally i
consistent with thé entire experimental basis of physics today. , g

The present author discovered that all his-perception: theory could be fitted
precisely onto Everett's many-worlds 1nterpretatlon On that basis, a theory or _
schema of biofields was derived which provides an approach toward a: unified ?
field theory. Infact, it predicts that any kind-of field can be turned into any ‘
other kind of field, merely by correct and precise time synchronization, It.also
offers a physical and exact model of mind and mental phenomena,

On this basis, a framework can be provided for psychotronics which is
consistent with what we know of ordinary physics, but whlch doés not contain
many of the limitations of conventional physics;,
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A FUNDAMENTAL CORRECTION TO  CLASSICAL LUGIC.
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L.t us now make a fundamental correction to Aristotle’s thrée laws of logic..

First, one does not have a thought per se; one has a percéi&r‘fed{thogight 2

‘There is a perceptlon operation 1nvolved when.one ‘thiriks,

~~~~~

There is no independent existence to physical phenomena éither; theré isa

.perception operatior involved when:one pérceives or obsérves vphys'ical‘phe'nomena.

Further, it takés a finite piecé of time for the percéption process to occur,
So let us impose this-criterion uporn logic itself; i.e,, so as to -constitute "logical
perception” or the "logic of perception” or the ™perception of logic, " We begin.

with Afistotle's third law of logic, A or not-A, the law of the excluded-middle,

We will iiisist that there is nd such thing.as A per se, but that rather there
is-a perceived A_ where A is the output of the perception process. Similarly, there
is no such thmg as not-A, but rather there is a percelved not-A. ‘where not-Ais
the output of the perception process.

We will usea little square box symbol as an abbréviation for the fact that ( :
perception-has occurred, and- anything written inside the box represents the output O
of ‘that perception operation. One can speak of the little-box eitheras mental
perception and déscribe thought, or-one can speak of it as physical detéction and
describe an instrumentdtion system:that does detection and measurement,

Also, since éach little box requires a finite time to occur, one must carefully
keep up with the individual little pieces of time, the delta t's. Sometimes one will
get tired of writing little delia t's, and in that casé one will just write the number of
each oné as a subscript and the delta t'will be understood.

So applying this to Arisiotle's third law, we have A perceived or ou;putte,d‘ in
time one, and rot-A outputted in time 2, Note that to-ascertain that Ay and not-Aj
actually differ requires a third operation, in time 3, that is assumed by the exclusive
or symbol,

Looked at in this way, Aristotle's third law actually is the law of monocularity;
i.e., it states that only one-thing at a time is perceived., Actually we had assumed

this when we assumed that perception was a finite process, .so it is nice to find that

Aristotle's third law justifies our assumption, once we understand the third law,
LY

The éxclusive or symbol assumes a third operation, in time three (not shown),
whereby it is determined that perception output.one and output two actually differ, ({ ,
But such an operation itself requires.multiocular perception --i.e., the colle *ing
two outputs at once -- and that in itself is a violation of Aristotle's third law. The

law as written contains its own contradiction, as indeed does each of the other two
laws whén one examines them m_etxculously It can only be estabhshed as true by
invoking or involving an operation wherein it is not true,
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(continued).

So-now let-us write whatwe:did in time three to-éstablishithe third law..

We gathered up what had been per ception-otput in time-one --\Al <~and
what‘had been perception output in- time two.~~ Ag, which. just yet we. do- notkiiow
is different from A1 or not =-and s‘loved them both through-the perception process,
gettifig only one output -- let us. oall it B ~~in timé three, By the nature-of B in time
three, we say-that the outputs.in times ope and: two- differ or hot, In either.
time-one or time two, there is-no. mdlcatmn whatsoever of dlfference or sameness
ex1st1ng between outpg one and out)gut two

B

Now note that, in time three, if Al and not-Az are precnsely opp051te “+i.e.,
if one.operaticnal is s1mp1y the negativé-of the.other =~ then B3 will be zero. If
Ay and not-Aj dre not precisely opposites, then By, will have-a finite value.

But 1f»*B3 is zero,. thatis the same as saymg thaf perception does. not occur,
Hence :perception of difference. betiveen A; and not<As does hot occur-in time 3 if
A; andAy are precise opposites,

So-heré we have arrived at the identity of opposites. If no perception occurs ( ,
in time three, then there is no percéption of difference betweeén A} and'not-As in
time three.

And this constitutes.a fourth law of logic: the law of the boundary;, -or the
boundary identity of exact opposites, All thatis necessary to identify opposxtes is
t6 lose all perceptual distinction between them. And that is accomplished by
multiocular percepticn, of perceiving the presénce:of both at'once, hence the absence
of either excluswely present. To-a fnonocular procéss, multiple presence. of paired
opposités.is not perceivable; hence no single one is perceived, which means that

nothing is perceived!
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- i The first three laws. of logic, after: Anstotle are shown on this: vugraph
%‘ along: with the proposed fourth law,
© The firstthree laws.involve percéptual output éntities which are monhocular..
. b >l o . ‘
& I.e., one-at-a<time has been pe;ceivedf.
3 ‘ The fourth law involves perceptual output entities which are multnocular.
MO ' I:.-e.;, two-at-a-timeé-have. boen perceived.or- outputted
4
j 1f one would completely descnbe ‘perception, it is not possible to~do so with
o » monocular laws only. For in that case, thé multiocular ¢ase-is not covered by a
g . logi¢ thatis.monocular only.
The first three laws, beir;gf monocular, are incomplete, and a multiocular
law is required if & complete logic is to be formed.
The fourth law.-as written is the :requiredmultibcular law, and it complétes
formal logic.

‘We will.also see that the first threé laws have beén inappropriately named. %
VUGRAPH OFF
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THE LOGICIAN'S DREAM: A CLOSED METALOGIC,

(vg#8) #
VUGRAPH ON

The new system of logic i$ shown heré.
The system is-closed.

All present paradoxes =~ contradictions of one:or moré of the first three

laws -- are resolved by the fourth law, Whlch contains the negation of each of
the first three laws.,

Note:also that. the hldden time three: operation -- Wthh has. actually been
the application of the fourth.law all along -=is 1mp11ed by the-connecting. symbol
in each of the first three laws. Identity or non-ident1ty between time one. and ‘time.
two-outputs can only be estabhshed in.a time-three. operatlon. The fact that

A.or not-A- excluswely -exists can only bé -established by a separate operation which
‘establishes that nothmg else is. there.

e a G S T B GRS e U s Lot S

Since these laws refer to percepfual» operations, one can. think of them
operationally; or vectorially,

: To-close-thé vectorigl sysiem prescribed by the first three laws, the oppomte( E
: or negation of -each of the three vectorial statements must be present, I,é., -this
follows simply from the définition of what constitutes a closed system.,

Since the fourth law containssthe negation. of éach of the first three laws,
then the four law system is indeed closed, and thé 1ogician's dréam of a closed
metalogic is realized, Further, anything which contradicts any combination of the ®
first three laws. automatically is covered by the fourth law, 4

S TR L RN

We thus should ‘be able to-resolve all paradoxes, R
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A PHYS] SAL EXAMPLE ‘ §
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For a physical example:

Take the surface of a cube in deep space. Call the cube thing, a 3-D-
coricept. .Call the-enipty space arourid the cube nonthing, meaning.a 3-D nohthing
or absenc¢.of thing. ‘

If one is standing inside the-cube and looks at thé boundafy surface of the
cube, one cannot find a ‘single piece. of that boundary surfact that-does not belong
‘toatily to the cube. SO one can very reasonably proclaim that by theé first three '
laws of logic¢ each piece of the boundary belongs totally to the-cube, to thing.

But if in a different operation ore is standing outside the cube, one cannot
find a singlé piece of that boundary surface that does. not belong éntirely to. the
space surrounding thé cube. So in this case, one can claim by the first three laws
of logic that the boundary surface belongs tptally to nonthing,

Then in a third operation one can state that, by the first law of logic, each
and every piéce.of the boundary surface is identical to itself, and of course one -
has just identified what was thing with what was nonthing. (

Specifically, ‘what was thmg in perception time one and what was nonthing
in perception time tw have been identified, by all distinction.dand séparation batween
‘them being removed, in time three,

And-all one has really done is apply the fourth law of logic, the law of .the
boundary.

Every. single perceived thing.has a boundary, where it botk begins and ends
its exclusive: presénce in perception output, And:;at that boundary, the fourth law
applies. Thus the law is universal,

'The fourth law defines a boundary.,

VUGRAPH OFF
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THREE EXAMPLES OF FOURTH.LAW

E.g.; take the proposition "It is rainifg or it is not raining. "

The.other two éxamples have cdomparable meanings.

; VUGRAPH OFF

- used to establish "truth” and thé operation used to establish “falsity."” There is
ahnother-class of operation where neither truth nor falsity exclusively applies.

To- state the proposition is to-imply that you yourself can see or.undérstand
both conditions at once, but that you will extract one or the other separately,

- Rensnn it e s wSAARGIANS.

. (vg#10) 4,
VUGRAPH ON:
Here are three moreé examples that have baffled mathematicianhs and '
logicians.
All of these are simply boundary statements -~i.e,, statéments. involving:
the fourth law of logic. :
Since logicians used only the»first; three laws, none of these statements
is acceptable or understandable. By the fourth law, there is no problem with
these statements,
The first mérely refers to the operational boundary between the operation 3

¢
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To a .monocular perception process, multiple presénce constitutes
ahsence-of "the exclusive presence of any particiilar one, "

N aB AT o

‘Theréfore such a multiple-presence i$ monocularly uhpérceivable, and
hence ‘becomes a .zero-to a monocular detection process. i 3

This allows new definitions of zero, and.a solution to-the problem of nothing,

VUGRAPH OFF i

Note to the briefer:

R
N

I.e., considér that a monocular-detection process asks the question, "Is
there a single exclusive thing present'in-my-input?®

If the answer is yes, an output is generated and.a perception occurs, ( H .
If the answer is no, no output is generated and percéption does not ocgur, . o
Tha apswer "No. " occurs in two fashions: total.absence, or ‘presence of

two or more simultaneously. For either of these cases, monocular perception gives
no output, and perception-does not-occur, I.,e., the "absénce of perception” occurs,

Now note that the morigcular perceptron cannot tell any différence in the two
input conditions. To it, there is no difference between the two conditions,

The lack of difference at.all constitutes identity. Thus to a.inonocular
perception process, condition one:is identical to-condition two,

That in fact derives the fourth law of logic, Total absence and total.
presence are identical insofar as a monocular detection process is concerned,
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As 1s. 56 often the casé, two persons appear to have derived the new
logic simultaneously:

I3

3

ARG £

Bearden from perceptron theory,

Hubbard from manifold theory.
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Hubbard's profound work fully substafitiates thé neéw logiciand the B i
new redlity paradigm. ] ) | I
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Note to briefer:

3

Per private correspondence with Dr. 7, Hubbard, Director, Association,
for Distinguished American Scientists, P.Q. Box 805, Saratoga, CA 95070.
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TWO-SLIT EXPERIMENT - ’ €
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This expetimeént is fundamental to all & médérn:physics.

Feynman ‘Nobel prize winher in.physi¢s; has stated that né- phys101st
underc:tands this experiment,

'The reason is that it cannot be monocularly comprehended 1.e,., the -
first three laws.of logic cannot explainit,

The fourth law. can and-does.,.

In the expériment, electrons are emitted from a source and: travel past-a:
doubly—sht wall region. on thelr way to a screen, The apparatus is shielded- agamst
light. If oné beheves that the emitted -electron'is a 11ttle 3-d. particle, much: like
a littlé baseball, then it §hould go- through one of the slits and not the other., It
‘would thén hitthe screen at-one of the two. :spots indicated.as thé expectéd:
distribution, with a little scatter from those that chip the. edge of the- slit a bit,
Eléctrons which do not hit the ‘holes but stnke ‘the wall aré-absorbéd,

The expected pattern i§ not-at all what:oné gets, ' ((

Instead, the-actual pattern-is. essentialiy the same as what one would get
if each ‘electron were a wavefront, and that wavefront pagsed through both slits
atorice, However, each electron still strikes the screen in only one point; the
distribution of ‘these points fits the actual distribution ‘pattern shown,

And that blew their minds in- physics. They- didn't ‘believe. itat first, so they
set-up a photon gun and hit each and: every electron. with a pHoton as it left the
emitter source and started-over toward the two-sht region. 'That is; they determined
precisely when a little electron was-on the way, and. the.fact that'it was like & little
baseball and in just.one place. And this time the:electron only went through a single.
slit, and it gdve the expected pattern-after all. And when the expériment was repeatéed
and only a fraction of the electrons were hit with photons, then a. mixture of the.
two patterns emerged.

It is simple to mathematlcally descnbe the results, but no-one hag understood
why  things happened-as they-did in this experiment,

The principle. of compiementanty evades the:issue. That prinéiplé is ‘simply
a monocular statement that deals with.one aspect of the problem at a time -~ f{.e,, -
with the determined, exclusive, monocular Jpast only, It-does not app]y to the présel
nor to the future. {

If one-thinks in terms of the .present, then the third law-of logic is vxolated and:
the fourth law applies. Thé two states -~ 2-D'wave and 3=D corpuscular -~ both

exist simul@neously in the present, but nonexcluswely. That requires two s;mu,ltanequs'
| .states and that automancally means that detexmmatlo :or perception has not occul

Tt SO




St o
PN S 4 5

X - Ca s e v - -, A D
-
'ii

TWQ=SLITEXPERIMENT - | €

(continuéd) )
Thus in physics térms;that becomes probabilistic-and undetermined, -and that is.
dutomatically a wave. coacept. I.€., wavegare not stuck:in-one place and

determined or localized, so they existin ~the present and not the :past'.,
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9n the.othér hand; when-a selection or determmatmn is made on- the electron,
‘that.is a- dlfferenuatmg or separatmg perception opération, hence it-is in the past.
And that is automatically & .3-D corpuscle concept g locahzmg or f1x1ng concept,
So when the électron’has. not beén separated into singlée state Dt remains in
dual-state, it can-act as.a wave, In that case it easily: 'passés through both slits-
at once. But when it has been forced into.a selection or separatmg perception, that
makes it single-state, and in that caseit:passes through only oné sLt or the other,
When the electron strikés the screen, regardless of whethér it isdual-state or
smgle -state; the screen forces a selection ‘upon-it, and sothe electron-becomes:
smgle—-state and thus ‘hits in only one spot on thé screen at once.

And that i§ the explanation-of the two-slit experimént, that no one understands..
The reason it has.not been undérstood is that the answer ‘was.not present in-the firsi

threé laws of logic. It requires the addition of ‘thé fourth law to- complete the,
explanatlon -of the experiment, (

And photons do the ‘same-thing, as indeed do all neutrons, protons, and other 3
fundamental.particles,

So.things, nothings if you will, can be-processed in: the two-states -
1dent1f1ed-—as—one—so-—none—observed state, They can-be amplified, recorded,
¢ put on tape, etc.

The two=slit éxXperimental apparatus is a real gadget, and it works, Itis
a devicée, 'So-one can build devices that process entities which are in
tWo—hohexcluswe—states-at-once To our monocular detéction gadgets-and
‘ monocular theory, ;such entities are unobserved and hence are zéro, They arée pure
vacuum, Puré space. Puré nothing. But very real indeed, and they do physically
exist, but multiocularly rather than monocularly,

VUGRAPH OFF
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3 i It is now possible to. speak Of a "piece:of nothing," that we will.call a

i quiton: . A quiton will be defined as "the smallest piece of nothing:, that stillk doés
5 " riot ‘moriocularly appéar-as & perceived thing.."

g Collection of a sufficient number of quitons results in bréaching a threshold,
! so that a thing. results.

% I.e,; ¢611€Ctii;g all of one type of thing == quitcns =~ reaches the boundary’
‘., whére it turns into-its-own oppositeé, -by-the fourth law of dogic.

Ihus in any situatiofn-involving.a particularized nothing., collecting enough
pieces-of that nq"thing evéntually exhausts thé nothing: set-and reaches its boundary.,,
whereupon it is a thing,

‘That is really little different from collecting all nondimensional points in a
particular sequence -and finding you now haveé a one-diniensional line segment, or

f collecting all thé pieces of spacetime-warp in a particular region and discovering

; that youw have now & mass,

I

“ A.device can easily be constructed to process dual-natured. or binocular i

‘entitiés (quitons), which are ménocularly zeroes, while excluding monocular
entities, Thus one.can build.a space amplifier or quiton amplifier or vacuum amplifier,

The vugraph shows a scheme. for doing that, Two single—State excluders
in series feéd or input to an ordinary single~state amplifiér or procéssor in a shielded
! container. The output is fed into a device which will rotate the dual-state entity
or field so that an ordinary field can result, I.e., ~one side or the other of the
dual-state output will be éxclusively presented in 3-space,

VUGRAPH OFF :

Note to briéf_er

Consideér "nothing" in.the multiocular sense; i.e., as multiple presence,

Collecting all the multiple present things into.one reaches the boundary.

But one thing is perceivable by monocular perception,  Therefore the one~thing
just-collected now can be outputted by perception, and it is,

That is how the unperceivable turns into the pérceivable when one reaches the
boundary. v
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It is now poss1b1e to. speak-of.a "piece of nothmg, " that we W111 call'a
gu1ton A quiton will be. defined as “the smallest piecé of nothing, that still does
not monocularly appéar as @ perceived thing.."
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Collectlon of & sufficient. number of quitons résults in breaching a. threshold,
so-that a thing résults,

I.e.; collectmg all of one type of thing ~=-quitons. =~ reaches the boundary
whére it turng into its own.opposité, by the fourthi law of logic.

Thus in a‘ny situation involving a particularized nothing., collecting: enqugh
pieces of that nothing eventually exhausts the nothing set-and reaches its boundary,
whereupon it is-a thing,
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‘That is really little different from collécting all nondimensional points in a
particular sequence and finding you now havé.a one-dimensional line segment, or
collécting all the pieces of spacetime warp in a particular reglon .and discovering
that your have now a mass,
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A device can easily be constructed to process dual-natured or binocular Q
‘entitiés (quitons), which are monocularly zeroes, while excluding monocular

‘entities. Thus one can build a space-amplifier or quiton amplifier or vacuum amplifier,

The vugraph shows a scheme for doing that, Two single-state excluders
in series féed of input to an ordinary single-state amplifiér or processor in a shielded
container, The output is fed.into a device which will rotate the dual-state entity
or field:.so that an ordihary field can result, I,e., one side or thé otheér of the
dual~state output will be éxclusively presented in 3-space.

VUGRAPH OFF

Note. to briefer

Consider "nothing" in thé multiocular sense; i.e., as multiple presence.

Collec¢ting all the multiple présent things into one reaches the boundary:

But one thing is perceivable by monocular perception,  Therefore the one-thing
just- collected now can be outputted by perception, and it is.

That is how the- unpercelvable turns into the pérceivable when one reaches the
boundary.

17,
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‘Nowif -one believeés he carnot sénse the anenergy fields, then ‘he can't. é
One can turn the-éntire anenergv detection systém in his body. off with ‘his
unconscious mind.. The negative psi effect is a well-documentéd effect in )
parapsychology. ‘There-are goats.as well.as shéep. :Some persons do worsé
on psi tésts than chance would possibly allow. They-are the goats. They exhibit
the negative psi- efféct, for unconsciously they want to §liow you that psi dogs
not work, so-badly that they use psi effects to do~worse than is possible by ¢chahnce,

ol

SIS Ewai“ %

RS2

At any rate, the human sensory system can get a tingle-from the anerergy field
generatéd by the flat coil of wire in the Hieronymus machiiié's output. What type of
'tmgle one gets depénds upon one's own type of hody sensory-tuning. It may feel as
if the fingers on the plastic plate are in thick syrup. Or:das-if the plastic plate were
v1bratmg. Or it may feel greasy in a peculiar way, And the negative person does
not-get.a tirigle at all,

‘The Hiéronymus machine has been built by many persons, and it works for
those ‘who arfe not negative, It processes entities that exist'in the-dual-state; or
that-obey the fourth law of logi¢, And one.can do some almost magical things
with these dual-state nonthings, these nothings, if«onée sets ‘his mind: to it.
As:all of you realize,. that is what psychotronics is-all about. :
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PROBABILITY: THROW OF A DIE ' €
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The fourth law of logic is absolutely indispensablé in physics. Ore usés
it every.day and-does not realize it,

E.g., inprobability, One doesn't have much physics left without probability..

But what.after all is probability? ‘The foundations of mathematics fellows have
never suc‘ceedc;ﬁ in answering-that question to their satisfaction. If you.read the
definitions .presently advanced, you will find they essentially say, "Probabilityis
probability, every fool knows that!" '

Let us use'a very simple example to get at thé answer to that question,
Let us usé the face of a die turned up. How can I model that, before the die is
thrown?

Now one can only think by operationalism, To operate and output something
is to automatically put it in the past., It's:happened, it's gone, the moment you do
it. To.percéive an object is to.put it in the past, To determi’ﬁe it is to put it'in the

past, To-observe it is to put‘itin the past, Theére is no observed, perceived, -

detected, measured, or determined present. Thatis, thete is no separatéd, .
exclusive, determined present such as is specified by the first three laws of logic -(
the fourth law is the present, by the way -- but in:observational physics which dealsQ
with determined, observed past phenomena, there exists no present. The fiuture

has not yet been observed, so it also is the unobserved. Only the past therefore is
the observed. How then can one ever hope to.model the-unobservéd présent or the
unobserved: future?

If I look at this little problem I'm discussing -~ the future observed die with
one face up -- that is in the past, When I see it, it is in the past, When I think it,
it is in the past. So if all I can-observe, think, or perceive is the die in the past,

how can I ever model it in the future?

It's very simple!

If I drive any problem set to its absblhtg boundary limit, it turns into its
owi oppiosite by the fourth law.of logic, by the law of the boundary, So how doI
do that wiih this problem of the die?

The problem set is spécified by the condition "the perceived die with one
face up"; thatis.the most recent past, Now siimply find.all the most immediate
pasts you can get to :m{aet’th‘e condition specified, and gather them:all up wgether, .
and they ther must turn into &nd comprise precisely thé.opposite, the most immediate
future. In this problem set, I can construct.and collect six such pasts, each =
consisting of the perceived die with one face up. So by the fourth law-of logic,
those six "faces up” collected togéther as an ensemble represent the future and
in fact are identical to the future. The "present," which is simply-the boundary

20.
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PROBABILITY: THROW-OF A DIE | o

(continued) ¢

betwesn thé most immediate past and the most immedjate-futuré, was specified:
by-applying. thé fourth law of logic.in the first place: identity of most immediate
past and .most immediate future, being binocular, is unpérceived, but:itis the
presént nonetheless So that is what probability i's -~ an:application- of the.
fourth1aiv of logic, SO ‘the most immediate future ‘can be: represented in:terms
of the most. 1mmed1ate past -- and physicists and.mathematicians have beén domg
that éver sincé- they have been-doing; physics and ‘mathematiés ..

Without the fourth law of logic, there exists no rigorous lOgLGd.l basis
for: probab111ty' ' ’

So the fourth law is a very useful law 1ndeed We-have just failed to.
realize that we have been applying it:all along.,,
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SOLUTION TO ONTOLOGICAL PROBLEM

VUGRAPH ON (vo#18)

The ontological problem can also be solved as shown on this chart,
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THE PERCEPTRON APPROACH

PR AN

(vg#19) .

VUGRAPH ON

This slide shows the basic perceptron approach,
It gives a new definition of a fundamental particle,
It is also an application of the fourth law of logic.

Since it con*tains all four laws, the concept is capable of modelling everything
which can be perceptually thought,

By the fourth law, since it can model everything which can be perceived,
it can also model everything which cannot be perceived as well,

Thus the concept enables one to model everything, perceived or unperceived.
(PAUSE WHILE VUGRAPH IS READ)
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EINSTEIN"S SPHERICAL MODEL OF THE COSMOS é

(vg%20)
VUGRAPH ON

Einstein's spherical model of the cosmos is a primary example of
a holographic universe,

In such a closed spacetime, each point inside the universe is also
at the extreme end of the universe in any direction,

Thus the entire "physical universe" is totally outside any of its
internal points, and totally inside each internal point as well, in this model,

That is an application of the fourth law of logic. The total internal
is identical to the total external.

The adjective "total" merely moves one to the common boundary between

the operational concepts of "internal” and "external," At that boundary, there
is no operational distinction between one and the other.

VUGRAPH OFF €

Note to briefer:

The universe ciosure is not limited to just one occurrence or one
rate of closure, In fact the universe can then proceed to close again within
the same local 3-space, E.g., a gradual macroscopic closure due to gravity
field (or causing it!) constitutes the "external universe," and a second
extremely sharp microscopic closure due to electric field (or causing it!)
constitutes "electric charge," The two together constitute a fundamental charged
particle of mass. The polarity of charge is determined merely by which of two
directions the second closure was made in, Considering an electron as such
a dually closed entity, it is readily seen that the closure ratios are all that is
being referred to by Feynman's condition, In this model, the same parameter between
gravitational force and electrical force will obviotsly exist as is between the
radius of the electron and the radius of the closed macroscopic universe, only in
inverse fashion. This meets Feynman's condition, The model is also consistent
with Santilli's proof that the electric field and the gravitational field are either the
same thing or partially the same thing. In our model, an electric field is in fact
a highly compressed gravitational field. Proper time synchronization shculd allow
fantastic antigravity effects to be realized, and thus electrogravitics has a basis
in this model.
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BASIS FOR A UNIF:Z™ PIELD THEORY: SOLUTION TO FEYNMAN'S PROBLEM

(va#21)
VUGRAPH ON

Feynman pointed out that unified field theory must explain the
appearance of the same parameter 1042 jn the respective force ratios and
radiuses of the electron and the macroscopic universe.

The dual closure hypothesis does this,

It also is consistent with Santilli's proof.

VUCRAPH OFF

Note to briefer:

The implications of such a model are potent, A totally new
interpretation of electromagnetic fields is conceivable. Electrogravitics,
Kozyrev's time oscillations, T. Townsend Brown's rock transducers, and
Curtis's oceanic electrical fields are some fruitiul aspects for analysis
and exploitation,
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REALITY IS HOLOGRAPHIC
(vo#22)
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MASS IS A TIME-DIFFERENTIATOR <‘::

(vg#23)
VUGRAPH ON

The most fundamental aspect of the concept of mass is that it occupies
space ~-i,e,, thatitis three-dimensional, .

Mass thus is a time differentiation of Minkowskian spacetime L3T.

Applying the fourth law of logic, a thing does that which it is, and is
that which it does.

Thus mass is a time-differentiator,
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MIND IS OBJECTIVE

(vgi#24)
VUGRAPH ON

But in time differentiating, mass loses the time dimension.

Therefore one cannot see "time" with a mass perceiver, but can
see L3 (spatial extension).

Therefore one also cannot perceive mind, because the plate (time)
on which it was sitting is lost in the perception process,

VUGRAPH OFF

Note to briefer:

Thus Descartes was both right and wrong, He was right in that mind
is not present in physical detection output, but wrong in believing mind and
physical phenomena were therefore totally separate, E.g., time does not
exist except with respect to between one L3 perception and another, if L3
is all that is outputted, I.e,, "physical" time is totally relative, totally
mental, and exists only in memory, Mind is thus present in L3T 4-dimensional
physical phenomena and is discretized along with time discreteness in the
Heisenberg uncertainty relation AE At = h/24v .

In fact, one can even take the extreme view that time is mind, with
some justification, Because to establish a delta t, a "former" L3 must be
established and compared to a more recent L3. The only place the former L3
can rigorously be found is in memory. An event, once occurred, is in the past
and is forever "gone" to the observer., Only in his memory can it be said to
exist, But then so is the observation also of the "most recent L3," Thus
rigorously_\observed phenomena may be said to exist only in memory, and thare is
only a past, never a present, Thus a full 4-D mind is inseparable from perceived
physical phenomena, and mind is quantized along with quantum change in the
“"physical world,"
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BIOFIELD CONCEPTS

(vg#25)
VUGRAPH ON

To understand the hyperframe approach to fields, one must
understand dimensionality of intersections in n-dimensional space.

VUGRAPH OFF

Note to briefer:

Hubbard's manifold theory also derives these principles shown on the
slide,
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MASS, FORCE, .\ 3-D ROTATION

\
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VU GRAPH ON (vg#26)

et e b a AT

It is well known that a moving mass can be considered as existing in a s
3-D space which is bent away from the line of motion of the mass as seen in C
Lo,

}, the laboratory Irame, N

N e

As the velocity of the object approaches C, the angle of bending approaches
90°, .

frame, applied to the moving mass alcng its direction of motion in the
laboratory frame, only affects the mass in the mass's bent frame with a

X projected portion.

§

From the bottom left figure it can be seen that a forxrce in the laboratory 5
i

4

To the laboratnry observer, the mass's resistance to the disturbing %

force applied seems to have increasedjthus to him the inertial mass of the
object seems to have increased. I.e., if it's harder to push, its resistance

to pushing must have increased.

; But in the bent frame, the object's mass has not increased.

The bent frame effect is why the mass of an object increases to one
observer but not to the other, HE:
¥y

i

. . When the bent frame can be rotated a full 90°, no force applied by the
: laboratory observer can accelerate it further, because the applied foxce éj ,\E
has zero resultant in the bent frame where the mass actually is. Thus the « ﬁ
mass (resistance to pushing) appears iniinite to the laboratory observer, 4';
while to the bent observer it is still exactly the same as it always was. f,ﬁ

However, the mass's intersection in the lab frame is now 2-dimensional. o
Since only 3-d objects can have mass, the object is "massless" to the )

laboratoxy observer. i

So here we haye a paradox; Zexo mass is identical to infinite mass.

This is perfectly in consonance with the fourth law of logic.

- The absence of any single finite mass actually permits two indistinguishable
The abseace of any 3-d mass at all, and the presence of more than

solutiong:
any finite mass at ali. The two opposites are identical on the boundary

h é‘ case.
§

Thus a photon has zero mass because it is a two-dimensional object and
only 3-dimensional objects have mass. A photon also has infinite mass
because it cannot be accelerated along its direction of travel.

¥ N
PRSI E

Further, a photon is a perfectly ordinary 3-D particle existing in a
3-gspace that is one orthogonal turn away from the laboratory 3-space.
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PI - BENDING OF 3-D FRAMES (Z

(va#27)
VUGRAPH ON

Two consecutive orthogonal bends can be accomplished in
such a manner that spatial closure back upon the starting point is
accomplished,

If a 2-D wave is travelling through such a dimensional closure and
closes back exactly in phase, it can travel forever in such a closed-in space.
That closure, called a formon , constitutes a stable particle,

It also represents two ¢ velocities multiplied together to give c? .
A particle mass, which from its mass content refers to this closure of
2-D into a 3rd dimension, thus contains a c2 term. When the particle is
separatea into its constituent 2~-D photon waves, the c2 term is recovered.

That is why_ E = moc2 constants of proportionality disregarded, ]
VUGRAPH QFF €
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Note to briefer:
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If a 2-D wave in a double orthogonal bend closure closes on itself ;
slightly out of phase, that constitutes a formal , a form that is unstable, i.e,, [
an unstable particle.

If the closure is greatly out of phase, the formal is so unstable that it 4%

.- constitutes a resonance in particle physics., 3\*;,:
§ i
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QUARKS %

(vo#28)
VUGRAPH ON

It is proposed that a quark is an unclosed two orthogonal bends, as
shown in the left figure,

Three quarks, however, can make a complete universe closure, as shown
in the right figure. And that is a fundamental particle,

Thus single quarks do not independently appear as particles in experiments
because they are neither particles nor waves in the classical sense,

Their indirect effects, however, should be detectable in a properly
designed experiment,

VUGRAPH OFF

Note to briefer:

Thus quarks have not been independently detected to date because the é‘
experiments have been designed to detect particles or waves, i

Under the proper conditions, a quark as postulated herein should be able to
seemingly annihilate a photon in the proper type of collision,
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EVERETT"S MANY-WORLDS INTERPRETATION OF QUANTUM M‘ECHANICS

(vg#29) !
VUGRAPH ON f

Both mind and matter -~ metaphysics and physics -~ can be precisely
modelled in Everett's many-worlds interpretation of quantum mechanics.

Specifically, 1f one selects an infinite number of orthogonal 3-spaces :
( 13t ) which all share the same 4th dimension in their 4-spaces, then
being, mind, matter, life, and psi are all modellable in a precise and exact

fashion by physics,
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SPACETIME CURVATURE IS TRICKY X
(vg#30)
VUGRAPH ON
But bent spaces give strange results,
A thing in one frame can be something quite different in another
frame, §
Just as the mass of a moving object does not increase with
respect to its own inertial frame, § 4
What a thing is, is relative to the perceiver and his perceiving frame, ’
Entirely. It can even bhe nothing in a great many frames. {
14
Now do you see how "nothing” can contain “everything?" I
s !
N
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BIOFIELDS: TIME-CLUSTERED ORTHOFRAMES Wy i

(vg#32) .
VUGRAPH ON L

On this slide is a convenient list of how objects appear in different
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This schema, selected from Everett's MWI, allows modelling of ;
life, death, mind, matter, and psi. It also allows one type of “field" to ,

be orthorotated and turned into another kind.
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Such orthorotation demands correct time synchronization, rather
‘ than brute force energy application. In fact, orthorotation is energy- L
51 conservative for a single orthogonal turn, ,
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E.g., photon emission and photon absorption are orthorotational
processes, 3-D to 2-D and vice versa respectively. These processes »
are energy-conservative, but require precise time synchronization, hence

precise energy synchronization,
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LIFE AND DEATH

(vg#33)
VUGRAPH ON

Here, e.qg., is shown the schema for life and death,

Note that all possibilities ~~ everything that happened or could have
happened, and everything that will happen or could ever happen, are real
and exist concretely, The same is true for all thoughts and thought worlds,
and all possiole thoughts and possible thought worlds,

The totality is simply all-being -~ or call if God if you wish,

Yes, Virginia, all possibilities and all formats of single 3-D reality
exist,

Demons, UFO's, fairies, Sasquatches, spirits, gods, realities,
conceptions, speculations -~ each is real in its own omain, Our own
"physical reality" is simply a single format -- but of course it happens to
be the one to which we find ourselves attached., Therefore “physical reality”
has a certain type of fundamental reality which is not normally shared by the
other formats, unless a piece of one of them is orthorotated into our own
woerld,

Reality cannot be comprehended in terms of a single format,

Instead one must look at the format of all formats, which is formatless
by definition,

The void is devoid of void, and that is very full indeed.

Everett's many-worlds interpretation of quantum mechanics contains
the structure for the format-ovr-all~formats,

It contains the structure for life and death as well, if we understand
how to look, and if we understand that all orthogonal worlds crosstalk,

VUGRAPH OFF

Note to briefer:

In fact what we call our own "physical reality" can be shown to be ncthing
but the sum total of all the crosstalk from all the other worlds, that passes through
this particular differential zone,
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MAVERICK WORLDS

(vg#34)

VUGRAPH ON

Even the strangest conceptions and most fantastic possibilities have
their own assigned realm of concrete reality.

These weirdos are referred to as maverick worlds.

One example is shown here, where the effect (i.e., the effect in the
laboraiory frame) always precedes the cause (i.e., the cause in the
laboratory frame), This world would appear to run backwards to us,

By proper coherent tuning, an object in one of these orthoframes can
be orthorotated into our own frame and objectified ~~ and that is what the
Tibetian monks called a tulpa -- an objective materialization of a thought
form, The tulpa will hardly ever be closed entirely in phase, however,
and so it will almost always be unstable, UFO's, angels, imps, etc go
away, But the appearance of one of these can be entirely objective and
perfectly objective traces can be left, such as photographs, broken limbs,

_scorched asphalt, indentations, depressions in grassy fields, etc,

Any thought object can be so orthorotated, and objectified. Beings,
religious figures, angels, fairies, imps, UFQ's, monsters, etc can all
result,
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ANGELS, IMPS, AND UFQ TULPAS

. (vo#35)
VUGRAPH ON

When tulpas emerge, they emerge as cultural modulations of archetypal
forms.

I.e., aninfinite number of reality channels exist, The total
instrumentation characteristics, both genetic, psychological, and
physiological, of the observer or observers who tune in the channel
determine the noise content and the actual channel selected,
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EXAMPLES OF UFO WAVES

(vg#36)
VUGRAPH ON ,

=,

-

Here are some examples of major UFO waves which show the imprint
, of stress upon the collective unconscious and the noise and tuning of

1

the groups unconsciously tuning in the phenomena, ) o

The psychological interpretation of the tulpa materialization is :
thus quite significant and revealing. :
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SUGGESTED APPROACH: SUMMARY
(vg#37)

L.

VUGRAPH ON

In summary, we have suggested an approach which can lead to the
understanding of psychotronics., Further, it captures both the mind and the
material universe within the same model. It is the only model proposed to date
which does this,

Using the perceptron approach, the fourth law of logic, and Everett's
many-worlds interpretation of guantum mechanics, a theory of biofields can be
constructed to uni’ ' field theory and provide a framework for some of the strange
effects of psychotronics,

All of these parts are required, if one is to explain psychotronics,

Literally, one has to create a totally new physics paradigm ~- one which
contains the old physics, and vet contains the mind, life, hyperspaces, and a
great deal more,

Only in terms of such a new paradigm can psychotronics be comprehended,

As best 1 can, I have tried to put together the schema for that new paradigm,
and that is what I have presented to you today.

P

Thank you for your kind attention,
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IT SEEMS NECESSARY TO:

FORM A UNIFIED THEORY OF MIND AND MATTER,
REINTERPRET ELECTROMAGNETIC THEORY.
ADVANCE LOGIC, ,

. SOLVE THE CLASSIC PROBLEMS OF METAPHYSICS.

Vigraph

ONTOLOGICAL PROBLEM | o :
PROBLEM OF MIND
PROBLEM OF CHANGE )

. PROBLEM OF NOTHING
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| - : SUGGESTED APPROACH: |

DEVELOP PERCEPTRON APPROACH, . u

APPLY FOURTH LAW OF LOGIC.

USE AS A THEORETICAL BASIS THE MANY-WORLDS INTCRPRETATION OF QUANTUM MECHANICS,

m WW SELECT T IME-CLUSTERED ORTHOFRAMES AND DEVELOP THE THEORY OF BIOFIELDS.
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A SUGGESTED APPROACH TO PSYCHOTROHICS

PERCEPTRON THEORY DERIVES
, EINSTEIN'S POSTULATES
NEWTON’S LAWS (RELATIVISTIC FORM)
LAW OF GRAVITATION S
SOLUTICN TO ONTOLOGICAL PROBLEM
NATURE OF PHOTON

FOURTH LAW OF LOGIC .
1S UNIVERSALLY DEMONSTRATED
IDENTIFIES EXACT OPPOSITES ON THEIR BOUNDARY
CLOSES LOGIC INTO A HOLOGRAPHIC METALOGIC
FITS PERCEPTRON APPROACH
CONSISTENT WITH MANY-WORLDS INTERPRETATION
RESOLVES FOUNDATIONS OF PHYSICS
RESOLVES FOUNDATIONS OF MATHEMATICS
ALLOWS PHYSICAL MODELLING OF NGNPHYSICAL MIND

Vugra h;}#4
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Vugraph #5

A SUGGESTED APPROACH TO PSYCHOTRONICS (CON‘T)

MANY-WORLDS INTERPRETATION OF QUANTUM MECHANICS,
ALLOWS PHYSICAL MODELING OF NONPHYSICAL MIND,
CONSISTENT WITH EXPERIMENTAL BASIS OF PHYSICS.
ALLOWS AN ORTHOFRAME mnfm3> TO MODEL BIOFIELDS,

BIOFIELDS

UNIFIES FIELD THEORY. -

CONSISTENT WITH PERCEPTRON APPROACH.
CONSISTENT WITH FOURTH i.AW OF LOGIC.
CONSISTENT WITH MANY-WORLDS INTERPRETATION.
PROVIDES A FRAMEWORK FOR PSYCHOTRONICS.
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A FUNDAMENTAL CORRECTION TO CLASSICAL LOGIC

1, AVEX  ARISTOTLE'S LAW OF THE EXCLUDED MIDDLE
2. DEFINE | | AS "IS PERCEIVED"

3. [2]V[2]

4, PERCEPTION IS A FINITE OPERATION,
A FINITE OPERATION REQUIRES A FINITE TIME TO OCCUR

5. @V

, (AT); (AD),

(Le]
=
L
@ 6. I.E., PERCEPTION IS A MONOCULAR PROCESS, ONLY ONE~THING-AT-A-TIME
3 IS PERCEIVED,
=

7. NOW NOTE THAT

(A, AE) | =[] : ’
(AT), (AT);
8. SO Ay B MN 3 BOUNDARY IDENTITY OF EXACT OPPOSITES
AND EQUATION 8 CONSTITUTES A FOURTH LAW OF LOGICAL THOUGHT

Naasar, 0 L
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FOUR LAWS OF LOGICAL THOUGHT

-/ RECOGNIZED:

’ 1. A = A LAWOF IDENTITY
2, A # A LAW OF CONTRADICTION
3, AV A, LAY OF THE EXCLUDED MIDDLE .
PROPOSED ADDITION: .
. 4, [A, = R ] LAW OF THE BOUNDARY
# (BOUNDARY IDENTITY OF EXACT OPPOSITES)
g COMMENTS:
: 9  THE FIRST THREE STATE THAT PERCEPTION IS MONOCULAR, -
8 THE FOURTH STATES THAT, WHEN TWO PREVIOUSLY SEPARATE AND DISTINCT
OUTPUTS ARE SIMULTANEOUSLY FORCED THROUGH A MONOCULAR PROCESS,
A SINGLE ENTITY RESULTS IN WHICH ALL PREVIOUS DISTINCTION BETWEEN
THE FOLDED PAIR IS LOST. FURTHER, THIS EWTITY IS DIFFERENT FROM
EITHER OF THE PKEVIOUS PAIR TAKEN EXCLUSIVELY,
. <
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THE LOGICIAN'S

DREAM: A CLOSED METALOGIC
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THE TIME 3 OPERATION IS IMPLIED
BY THIS SYMBOL

LAW OF LINEAR REPETITION
LAY OF NONLINEAR REPETITION.
LAW OF MONOCULARITY

LAW OF THE BOUNDARY

THE FIRST THREE LAWS FORM AN OPEN SYSTEM.

THE FOURTH LAW CONTAINS THE NEGATION OF EACH OF THE FIRST THREE LAYS,

THEREFORE THE SYSTEM 1S VECTORIALLY (OPERATIONALLY) CLOSED,

49,
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A_PHYSICAT, EXAMPLE
==L BXAMPLE

NOTHING
THING

< NON THING
PRESENCE OF THING bmmmZQme ”
THING
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THREE EXAMPLES OF FOURTH LAW
e  “IT IS TRUE THAT THIS STATEMENT IS FALSE.”
o A LINE (LENGTH) IS COMPOSED OF POINTS (NONLENGTHS).
5 [N A HOLOGRAM, EACH PART IS THE WHOLE.
) . THE “PART” EXISTS ONLY TO AN "EXTERNAL OBSERVER."
% . ONLY THE WHOLE EXISTS TO AN “INTERNAL OBSERVER."
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NEW DEFINITIONS OF ZERO
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SYNCHRONICITY OF CONCEPTS

® ° DR. J. HUBBARD, PHD,,PHYSICIST, HAS REACHED THE SAME RESULTS, AT THE SAME TIME, “
FROM MANIFOLD THEORY, AS BEARDEN HAS REACHED FROM PERCEPTRON THEORY.

® DR. HUBBARD'S MASTER MANIFOLD USES >z INFINITE NUMBER OF PARAMETERS, EACH PERMITTED
AN INFINITE NUMBER OF DIMENSIONS,

8 FROM THE RELATIONSHIPS WITHIN THE ELEMENTS, DIMENSIONS, AND GEOMETRIC OBJECTS
DISPLAYED BY SUCH A MANIFOLDs:

- THE FOUR LAWS OF LOGIC EMERGE IN THE FORM OF SET mmr>aHozmIva ;

- THE SINGLE DIMENSION PARAMETER GENERATES THE SECOND, THIRD, FOURTH, FIFTH, ™
AND UP TO NTH DIMENSIONS OF THE MANIFOLD, BY REPETITIVE OPERATIONS ON
ITSELF, .

- THIS ALLOMS A FIRM BASIS FOR ORTHOGONAL INTERSECTIONS OF ONE LESS THAN
THE DIMENSIONALITY OF THE LOWEST-DIMENSIONED INTERSECTOR.

- IT PROVIDES A FIRM BASIS FOR ORTHOROTATION.

- IT PROVIDES A VALID MATHEMATICAL/PHYSICAL BASIS FOR BEARDEN’S .\PPROACH TG
PSYCHOTRONICS.

Vugraph #12
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HUBBARD'S MANIFOLD

8 THE RELATIONSHIPS OF THIS MANIFOLD APPLY UNIVERSALLY TO ALL PHYSICAL SYSTEMS, AND
ARE INVARIANT UNDER TRANSFORMATIONS INVOLVING TRANSLATION, ROTATION, SUBSTITUTION,
EXPANSTON-CONTRACTION. OR CURVATURE.,

6 A TRANSFORMATION BY WHICH THE MATHEMATICAL PARAMETERS OPERATE ON THE PHYSICAL *
PARAMETERS ENERGY E, SPACE S, AND TIME T, IN WHATEVER NUMBER OF DIMENSIONS
DESIRED, RESULTS IN A SELECTION OF ANY ONE OF A NUMBER OF POSSIBLE MANIFOLDS
FROM WHICH CAN BE OBTAINED ALL THE LAKWS OF PHYSICS, :

Vugraph #13

<!
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0 DR, HUBBARD BELIEVES THE SYSTEM ALSO INCLUDES LANGUAGE, LOGIC, AND INTERACTION
OF LIFE-BEARING SYSTEMS -- I.E., PSYCHOTRONICS, AS MWELL. . ’
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TWO-SLIT EXPERIMENT
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PSYCHOTRONIC DEVICE:SPACE (QUITOND AMPLIFIER

SHIELDING AGAINST
1ST STATE AND 2ND STATE

R il s o
B

1ST STATE

2ND STATE AMPLIFIER

EXCLUDER

> OR

EXCLUDER PROCESSOR

»{ ROTATION

SERIES wﬂmvamx

Vugraph #195

OBSERVED (PAST) STATES EXIST ONLY AS 13T OR 2ND STATES EXCLUSIVELY.

SERIES STRIPPER FILTERS OUT BOTH EXCLUSIVE (PAST) STATES.
ONLY BINOCULAR (MULTIOCULAR, POTENTIAL) STATE CAN PASS TO PROCESSOR.

THUS NOTHING (NO-SINGLE-EXCLUSIVE-THING). IS DIRECTLY PROCESSED.

THIS IS A VACUUM PROCESSOR OR SPACE PROCESSOR.

SUCH A DEVICE CLEARLY TRANSCENDS SINGLE STATE OPERATION IN UNCURVED
SPACETIME.
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TYPICAL HIERONYMUS DETECTOR

SHIELDING AGAINST EXTRANEOUS LIGHT

PLASTIC
PLATE

FLAT COIL OF
INSULATED

| SOURCE REFRACTED ANGLE
=l ELEMENT DEPENDS ON FREQUENCY
g COPPER ROD
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g AN cmmmm<pamoz\wmxnm14woz 15 IN THE PAST. ONE CAN prRCEPTUALLY THINK ONLY
“pS- IN THE ‘PAST.”

By THE FOURTH LAW, THE TOTALITY OF ONE TYPE OF THING IS IDENTICAL TO THE OPPOSITE:

[ee]
w

Vugraph 17
@

g  THE UNPERCEIVED FUTURE 1S THUS IDENTICAL Szmssrmm omgﬂm%;z wm
[ODELED ACCORDINGLY . : ’

p  ONE CAN EIND SIX PASTS CORRESPONDING TO np, PERCEIVED DIE WITH ONE FACE up.”

o©

THEREFORE THIS TOTAL SET OF SIX PERCEIVED PASTS 1S IDENTICAL TO THE UNPERCEIVED
FUTURE. .

il N
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SOLUTION TO ONTOLOGICAL PROBLEM

"BEING” USUALLY HAS ONE OF THO FUNDAHENTAL HEANINGS:
-~ PRESENTED (PERCEIVED).

EXAMPLE: HE IS,
- IDENTITY

Ay = Ay APPLIES

EXAMPLE: (HE)p IS (THE MAN)g

“NOT BEING" HAS ONE OF THO MEANINGS:
- ABSENTED (UNPERCEIVED)
EXAMPLE: HE IS NOT
- NONIDENTITY
Ap F Ay APPLIES
EXANPLE: (HE); IS NOT (THE MAN),

BY THE FOURTH LAW, BEING = NOTBEING, ON THE BOUNDARY

- ( (HE); IS NOT)9 STATES THAT (KE IS); FIRST AND (HE 1S NOT) o mmnozc.

- m_m 1$); = (HE IS ZSVNHT

THAT WHICH WAS PRESENTED IN TIME 1, INTIME 3 CAN BE IDENTICAL TO THAT WHICH

WAS ABSENTED IN TIME 2,

E.G.: IN TWO-SLIT EXPERIMENT, A PARTICLE BOTH IS AND IS NOT PRESENT, AND A WAVE IS

AND IS NOT PRESENT.

N
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Vugraph #19
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THE PERCEPTRON APPROACH

ANY DETECTION SYSTEM DETECTS ONLY INTERNAL CHANGES. ‘

———————

A MACROSCOPIC DETECTION GYSTEM CAN BE MODELED THUS:

A CHANGES DURING DETECTION
A A A' DOES NOT CHANGE

SHRINKING THE CONCEPT TO ITS ULTIMATE LIMIT, THAT LIMIT IS REACHED WHEN THE SYSTEM
BECOMES SO SMALL THAT, FOR ANY DETECTION, THE ENTIRE SYSTEM MUST CHANGE. THIS LIMIT

DEFINES A PERCEPTRON, A TOTALLY MICROSCOPIC DETECTOR. THIS ALSO DEFINES A
FUNDAMENTAL PARTICLE OF MASS.

FOR THE PERCEPTRON, TO DETECT IS TO CHANGE AND TO CHANGE IS TO DETECT. DETECTION
AND CHANGE BECOME SYNONYMOUS.

THEREFORE THE EXTERNAL BECOMES IDENTICAL WITH THE INTERNAL. THE PERCEPTRON CONSISTS
ONLY OF THE SET OF “EXTERNAL" CHANGES THAT COMPRISE ITS “EXTERNAL" UNIVERSE,
- THIS IS A HOLOGRAPHIC CONCEPT

- EACH PERCEPTRON (PARTICLE) REPRESENTS AN EINSTEIN SPHERICAL CLOSURE OF THE ENTIRE
UNIVERSE

- IT IS AN APPLICATION OF THE FOURTH LAW OF LOGIC, AND CAN THEREFORE MODEL EVERYTHING,
PERCEIVED OR UNPERCEIVED.,

60

.




EINSTEIN'S SPHERICAL MODEL OF THE COSMOS

77— A= 4T7T2 (UNCURVED SPACE)
v A< 4Tv/¥2 (CURVED SPACE)
© THAT 1S CLOSED
| _ 2
| A<< T2 (GoEAT DISTANCE IN CLOSED

CURVED SPACE)

® IN A CLOSED CURVED SPACE, THE SKIN OF AN EXPANDING BALLOON STARTS TO SHRINK,

Vugraph #20

0 THE SHRINKAGE RATE EVENTUALLY CATCHES AND SURPASSES THE EXPANSION RATE,

(V0]

FINALLY THE SHRINKING SKIN RETURNS THROUGH BENT SPACE BACK TO THE ORIGIN,

6 IF ONE LOOKS ACROSS THE UNIVERSE IN ANY DIRECTION IN SUCH A CLOSED SPACE, ONE
IS LOOKING AT THE BACK OF ONE’S OWN HEAD.

@ THE MOST INTERNAL POINT IN SUCH A UNIVERSE IS ALSO THE MOST EXTERNAL.
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& BASIS FOR A UNIFIED FIELD THEORY:SOLUTION TO FEYNMAN’S PROBLEM K

8 mrmoaxmnbr FORCE BETHEEN THO ELECTRONS IS ABOUT 10°% TIMES AS STRONG AS A:m GRAVITATIONAL FORCE |
BETWEEN THENM,

'

© 8 RADIUS OF EINSTEIN'S SPHERICAL CLOSED COSMOS IS ABOUT 7~*2.TIMES THE nr>mmun>r RADIUS OF AN mrmnamozn

@ ANY UNIFIED FIELD THEORY MUST EXPLAIN THE 10*%, WHICH IS SO CURIOUS IT MUST NOT BE COINCIDENTAL'
- (FEYNMAN) .

.
-
s mmve

8 NOW SUPPASE THAT A PARTICLE REPRESENTS MULTIPLE CLOSURES OF THE UNIVERSE. MACROSCOPIC CLOSURE IS _:

e

. ~ VERY WEAK, SLOW CLOSURE. THEREFORE THE “CLOSING FORCE" OR “FORCE DUE TO MACROSCOPIC CLOSURE" IS ..

: WEAK -- THE GRAVITATIONAL FORCE, o
mw 8 MICROSCOPIC CLOSURE IS VERY RAPID, POWERFUL CLOSURE., THEREFORE THE “FORCE DUE TO MICROSCOPIC
"3 CLOSURE" IS VERY STRONG -~ THE ELECTRICAL FORCE. : : :
.g )
mm 8 THEN BY SUCH A CONCEPT A SINGLE NUMBER RELATING FORCE RATIOS INVERSELY AS nromcmn mbuucmmm 1S
, REQUIRED FOR A FUNDAMENTAL PARTICLE, Mm
* 3 FEYNMAN’'S PROBLEM IS RESOLVEL AND A NEW DEFINITION OF CHARGE EMERGES. u
L. 8 THE ELECTRICAL FIELD THUS REPRESENTS A HIGHLY COMPRESSED GRAVITATIONAL FIELD IN A “PARALLEL SPACEL®
m "8 THIS IS CONSISTENT WITH SANTILLI’S PROOF THAT THE mrmnﬂanpr FIELD AND THE mx><wﬂ>aHoz>r FIELD
al ARE EITHER TOTALLY OR PARTIALLY THE SAME THING. '
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REALITY IS HOLOGRAPHIC T
1. EINSTEIN'S SPHERICAL MODEL OF THE COSMOS g
5. MACH'S PRINCIPLE (THE OUTSIDE DETERMINES THE INSIDE)
3, SPECIAL RELATIVITY | 4
4, PERCEPTRON THEORY
5 50 T SLIT EXPERIMENT m
8 6. BOWNDARY IDENTITY OF EXACT OPPOSITES: A FOURTH LAW OF LOSIC,
2 7. AN ORDINARY HOLOGRAM. THE INFORWATION CONTENT VIOLATES CLASSICAL .
L0GIC. 1.E., EACH PART IS THE WHOLE AND VICE VERSA. G
3. A FUNDAMENTAL PARTICLE. Q
9. UNRESOLVED PROBLEMS IN FOUNDATIONS OF MATHEMATICS, | i
10. UNRESOLVED PROBLEMS I FOUNDATIONS OF LOGIC,
s~ - g
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MASS IS A TIME DIFFERENTIATOR

U szbamr< A DETECTOR CAM ONLY BE USED TO MEASURE/DETECT THAT WHICH IT HAS OR IS,
- A FORM OF STATE CAN ONLY CHANGE TO ANOTHER FORM OF STATE .

- A RULER (LENGTH) CAN ONLY MEASURE LENGTH.

MASS IS A 3-DIMENSIONAL CONCEPT. THEREFORE IT IS A “3-D RULER.”

E REPRESENTS A TIME DIFFERENTIATION OF L3T (SPACETIME).

THEREEORE MASS, BEING A TIME DIFFERENTATION OF SPACETIME, ITSELF "YME-DIFFERENTIATES
SPACETIME AT THE MOST ELEMENTARY (PERCEPTRON) LEVEL, BY THE FOURTH LAW OF LOGIC.

A.
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MIND IS OBJECTIVE

TIME IS ACCEPTED IN PHYSICS AS A REAL OBJECTIVE DIMENSION,

MENTAL PHENOMENA AND PHYSICAL PHENOMENA THUS SHARE ONE RFAL
DIMENSION IN COMMON - TIME,

PHYSICAL DETECTION IS A TIME-DIFFERENTIATING PROCESS,

THEREFORE IT STRIPS AWAY THE TIME DIMENSICN, RESULTING .

IN A SHARP SEPARATION BETWEEN MENTAL PHENOMENA AND PHYSICAL

PHENOMENA, ‘

(371 (SPACETIME)  (MINKOWSKI) 2

wa: (L3T) ——= L3 (PERCEPTION)

DESCARTES WAS WRONG. SO IS THE VIEW OF MODERN PHYSICS,
(IT IS THE PHYSICAL DETECTION PROCESS ITSELF (OBSERVATION) !
THAT SEPARATES MIND AND MATTER. .
IF MIND OCCUPIES ONE REAL OBJECTIVE DIMENSION, IT IS OBJECTIVE,

EVERETT’S MANY WORLDS INTERPRETATION OF QUANTUM MECHANICS PROVIDES
THE PROPER FRAMEWORK TO MODEL BOTH PHYSICAL AND MENTAL PHENOMENA ;
IN A PRECISE, OBJECTIVE FASHION, “ S
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BIOFIELD CONCEPTS

90° TﬁmOa

o

o LINES INTERSECT A LINE AND A PLANE INTERSECT
IN A POINT IN A POINT

Peran

TO PLANE A, mmmzmza w
APPEARS AS SEGMENT B'

8 THE DIMENSIONALITY OF AN ORTHOGONAL INTERSECTION
IS ONE LESS THAN THE DIMENSIONALITY OF THE

INTERSECTOR HAVING THE LOWEST DIMENSION.

8 ONE INTERSECTOR APPEARS RADICALLY DIFFERENT TO

THE OTHER INTERSECTOR SINCE THE SECOND SEES

ONLY A DERIVATIVE OF THE FIRST.

THO PLANES INTERSECT
IN A LINE

© IT IS THE TOTAL PROJECTION OF AN INTERSECTOR THAT IS

“SEEN” BY THAT WHICH IT INTERSECTS.
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MASS, FORCE, AND 3-D ROTATION

T FRAME A

v/c M

i-vZ/c2

Mv/c

)qr///// e

FRAME B

INTERSECTING 3-D SPATIAL FRAMES

M 1

(f

EFFECTIVE FORCE APPLIED TO A MOVING MASS

X 2

e i L R IR TANRE L
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PI-BENDING OF 3-D FRAMES |
h A
N
9 . ARi = /2
.QAN =T/2 2= /2
. / >S
= _
- > EORHON . THIS MAY REPRESENT
) . S A QUARK
gl Tt BENDING OF A 3-D FRAME (TWO CASES)., w
2
7\/\/\/\/\/\
NAAARAN
2
. Myc -
CTPTSTCloSWRE | i
WHY E = 30% IN A CLOSURE (FORMOND .
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UNCLOSED QUARK 3-QUARK CLOSURE
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F QUANTUM MECHANICS

DS INTERPRETATION O

EVERETT'S MANY-WORL

{ g - ORDINARY xmr?aa<&q< 1S INTERPRETED FOR ONLY A SINGLE OBSERVER AT A TINE.
WE TIME, THEN THE BASIS OF PHYSICS IS VERY

¢ IF YOU BELIEVE THAT YOU AND I SINMPLY COEXIST AT THE SA
DIFFERENT FROM WHAT 1S IN YOUR PHYSICS BOOK.

IF ONE INSISTS ON MULTIPLE OBSERVERS AT A TIME,

g  EVERETT WORKED OUT WHAT HAPPENS TO PHYSICS
NO MATTER HOW WEIRD OR FAR OUT.

- ALL POSSIBILITIES EXIST AND ARE REAL,
- THE WORLD IS A SINGLE GIANT UNTVERSAL WAVE FUNCTION.

OF THE STATE VECTOR HAS MEANING ONLY TO A SINGLE OBSERVER.
COMPLEXITY, AND

- COLLAPSE
- THE WORLD IS COMPOSED OF MULTIPLE ORTHOGONAL WORLDS OF INFINITE VARIETY,
STRANGENESS.
AT A FANTASTIC RATE.

EACH HORLD CONSTANTLY SPLITS INTO MULTIPLE {ORLDS

-

Vugraph 29

THE MANY-WORLDS INTERPRETAT 10N, THOUGH STRANGE, IS TOTALLY CONSISTENT WITH THE EXPERIMENTAL BASIS

OF PHYSICS (PHYSICS TODAY, JAN 1975) .

9

‘g MOST PHYSICISTS HAVE COMPLETELY IGNORED EVERETT'S PROFOUND AND FUNDAMENTAL WORK.

B THE MWI IS A TIME BOMB TICKING AVAY AT THE HEART OF PHYSICS.

MORE STRANGE AND COMPLETE THAN MOST SCIENTISTS CAN <ch>rHNmow>onmma.
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, SPACETIME CURVATURE IS TRICKY
t
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S

L4
A AND B APPEAR OBJECTIVELY THE SAME (C)
IN S, BUT VERY DIFFERENTLY IN S',
-
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CLUSTERED ORTHOGONAL WORLDS

/2 - IN """ IS A "MENTAL OBJECT” (SPATIAL POINT) IN S

v
m Jtaey

®
6
i 8
| 0
\ g1V . - IN'S IS A 2-D PHOTON IN S'
| Y L2 S - IN'S' IS A 2-D PHOTON IN S,
: /2
< o (N .
g 8 N Lo, - INSISA LN
~ sllm 11
= 5 IN S
‘ m/2—" - IN S IS A “MENTAL OBJECT” IN S''%,
) g! @ A MACROSCOPIC OBJECT IN S

- IS A PHOTONIC BODY IN S'
) - IS A SPECTRUM OF DERROGLIE WAVES wmﬂzmmz s!

AND S'

- IS A LINE (MOVING POINT., PURE VELOCITY)

N s!!

- IS A "THOUGHT FORM” (POINT) IN S''

TO MOVE OR CHANGE IS TO BEND OR CURVE SPACETIME,
VELOCITY IS A MEASURE OF SPATIAL BENDING.

C REPRESENTS T/2 SPATIAL BEND,

AN ORDINARY 3-D PARTICLE.

AN , - IN S IS A DEBROGLIE WAVE BETHEEN S' AND S''
(MOVING POINT, PURE VELOCITY)
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PRESENT NAME

LABORATORY FRAME

ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELD

" DEBROGLIE WAVES

Vugraph #32

VELOCITY, DIRECTION

SPACEPOINT, MIND, THOUGHT

3 SPACEPQINT, MIND, THOUGHT

D
24
©

BIOFIELDS: TIME-CLUSTERED ORTHOFRAMES
ORTHOROTATIONS BIOFIELD
0 ZEROTH
] FIRST
l<¥= 2 BETWEEN FIRST
AND SECOND
2 SECOND
3 THIRD
00 800
N >3 NTH
000 600

¢ a et Pl e

INTERSECTION
WITH LAB FRAME

ch\ -—..
(MIND)
080

DIU\ .~.
(MIND)
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TS ’
N 15 A LIVING SYSTEM
A 1S THE BODY OF INCEPTED MASS

AN 1S THE MIND

T

B g 1S ALSO

] A LIVING SYSTEM

106, C IS INERT (NONINCEPTED)

IS A np)1SEMBGDIED MIND"

T0 S, D
p 1S “DEAD” (DOES N

1.E., 0T INCEPD)




Vugraph #34

Miess

"

55, n el G daae e P h s ARt

MAVERICK WORLDS

W IS THE ORDERED INVERSION OF S,
- IN'S, THE CAUSE Cg PRECEEDS THE EFFECT Eg.

- IN'S, Eg PRECEEDS Cg.

m_

ULTIMATE REALITY IS TOTAL. : ’
ALL POSSIBILITIES EXIST,
THIS IS ONE EXAMPLE OF "MAVERICK WORLDS”

PERMITTED BY EVERETT'S MWI OF QUANTUM zmnxsznMnm

MOST MAVERICK WORLDS ARE THOUGHT WORLDS (= =3)

IT 1S PRECISELY BECAUSE OF SUCH MAVERICK WORLDS
THAT THOUSHT ITSELF IS UNLIMITED,

Net”
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: ANGELS, IMPS, AND UFO TULPAS
NOISE N .
INTEGRATED COHERENT
MIND NO. 1 ARCHETYPE A |
ARCHETYPE A INTEGRATED M
NONCOHERENT w
: NOISE !
| MIND NO, 2
wih | ’ I
N
”m MIND NO. 3 TS
m. 0 ARCHETYPES COHERENTLY INTEGRATE,
= AS DO DEEP CULTURAL IMPRINTS
- === [ND OTHER FORMS WHICH ARE DEEPLY -
- P [MPRESSED IN MANY MINDS.
mm -] . o ARCHETYPES MAY PROVIDE A REFERENCE
LEVEL SUCH THAT ALL OTHER “THOUGHT i
FORMS” REPRESENT EXCURSIONS: I.E.. ;
POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE DISTORTIONS. :
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A S L s
. EXAMPLES OF UFQ WAVES
vmmmcmmothv. WAVE (S)/INCIDENTS COMMENT
GERMAN monxmﬁm IN WWII 1946-47 GHOST ROCKETS PHALLIC TULPA
SOVIET THREAT IN 1946-47 OQVER SWEDEN AND ADJACENT SYMBOLS
COUNTRIES, FROM DIRECTION
OF USSR
w:wx ROGERS/SCIFI SHIPS 1947-FLYING SAUCERS CIRCLE/DISC MANDALA IN
COLD WAR 1847 . SCIENTIFIC DRESS
1950 CRITICAL KOREA PERIOD . 1950 WAVE UFQ’S PEAK PRESSURE SURGE N :
8 COLLECTIVE UNCONSCIOUS
mpmmm CRITICAL KOREA mmmHou 1952 WAVE UFQ’S PEAK PRESSURE SURGE ON
2 . COLLLLECTIVE UNCONSCIOQUS
SPUTNIK 1959 .H@m@\mo WAVE UFO’S PEAK vmmmmcwm SURGE ON
. COLLECTIVE UNCONSCIOUS
CUBAN MISSILE CRISIS 1962 1962 WAVE UFQ'S PEAK PRESSURE SURGE ON
COLLECTIVE UNCONSCIOUS
ARAB/ISRAELI WAR 1973 SPECTACULAR 1973 WAVE PEAK PRESSURE SURGE ON
NEAR CONFRONTATION US VS USSR CONTACTEES JUMPED . COLLECTIVE URCONSCIOQUS
. SPACE SUITED BEINGS JUMPED © PSTRONAUTS HAD WALKED ON
' [A3ON
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: SUGGESTED APPROACH:

.um<mrov PERCEPTRON APPRMACH,

APPLY FOURTH LAW OF LOGIC,

USE AS A THEORETICAL BASIS THE MANY-WORLDS INTCRPRETATION OF QUANTUM MECHANICS,

wmrmmﬁ +H3mnorcmﬂmmmc ORTHOFRAMES AND DEVELQP THE THEORY oF BIOFIELDS, -
: — .
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