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S-500.  from Richard Martin regarding the Bursich story credibility

From:   "Richard Martin" <rpjmartin1971@yahoo.co.uk>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Thu, January 6, 2005 5:08 am

Subject:   Re: remote-viewing a 'stargate'

--- kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

> Rich --

> 

> Thought you might be interested in some of the remote-viewing reports that Tom Skeggs (a fellow countryman of yours) did concerning Montauk and a mysterious stargate-type "energy source" that is allegedly being mothballed at Tinker AFB.  Check out the Recent_Emails.doc attachment.

> 

> HAPPY NEW YEAR!!!

> -- Mark
Hi there, Mark

Re the comments on Tinker AFB:  It reminded of something I'd previously heard regarding certain intelligence operations being conducted from this base.  In particular, a group known as 'Riskers' of which "BJ Wolf" (aka Marcia McDowell) is alleged to be an operative of.

<http://www.google.com/search?q=riskers%2Bwolf&ie=UTF-8&oe=UTF-8>

From the first link:

"Robert 'Lone Bob' Wolf told me he had had several run-ins with people who mistook him for the "BJ Wolf" that supposedly works for "Riskers" on certain matters and supposedly has a loony-toons reputation.  So he did a little checking out of the Riskers group.  He says his friends in Navy OSI laughingly have told him that RISKERS is a partly CIA/partly Air Force Intelligence- funded "Confidential Undercover" group operating under control of MI located at "Tinker AFB" in Oklahoma City ("NEXXUS") and out of the "Air Force Intelligence Special Education Section" situated at the Air Force Academy in Colorado Springs, Co. ("Riskers").   It's part of an "Information Warfare" training program operating there, they say."

Makes me wonder if the whole Burisch episode was a training project, possibly using some truthful elements in the story to bolster its believability amongst the gullible at GLP.  Some elements of this story always seemed absurd -- esp. the evangelical overtones, DB's 'death' and reappearance, and McDowell's 'recruitment'.

Best regards

Rich

S-501.  from Richard Martin regarding "blaming it on the aliens"

From:   "Richard Martin" <rpjmartin1971@yahoo.co.uk> 

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Tue, January 11, 2005 7:06 am 

Subject:   Re: I'm confused ... and disgusted 

Hiya Mark

> How convenient it would be to test out biochemical weapons on cattle, and then cut out parts of them to blame it on the "aliens".

I understood that this may be the case.  The info I found on the web said that mutilations were undertaken on Indian Reservations because they are technically sovereign states and not subject to US laws protecting people and the wider environment from biological and chemical weapons tests.  Covertly fostering an 'aliens did it' mythstream is quite smart as most will disregard such stories without hesitation or investigation.

As for linking the mutilations to UFOs, I am again uncertain.  Bill Hamilton told me that the mutilations were one reason for the secrecy.

I am personally not expecting an official disclosure on any of this.  I think the Government will sit tight and remain silent until they are forced to make a statement.  They hold all the cards.  Whilst I respect people like Steven Greer for his attempts, trying to crack the UFO secrecy dam from the outside seems improbable.  Surely it would take some disaffected insiders to bring the whole thing tumbling down.

Have you seen this before?  http://www.jp-petit.com/Disclosure/disclosure_a_doubt.htm .

Petit is a French physicist.  I had a brief e-mail dialogue with him in 2003 and he had some interesting information to share on the subject.  Certainly he feels that Dr Greer works for the U.S. security services.  I have seen no evidence that would support that.  But J.P. Petit's article certainly made me think of hidden agenda's at work.  Dr Greer himself said recently that certain prominent 'researchers' were in the pay of government agencies.

This whole field is certainly a tangled web, isn't it?!?

cheers

Rich

S-502.  from Tom Skeggs regarding remote-viewing and Montauk

From:   "Tom Skeggs"

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Mon, January 17, 2005 11:14 am 

Subject:   FTA & Montauk 

Hello Mark --

I will look at the attached doc this weekend coming.  Hope to check it then.

Telepathic Image Overlay.

It may used as a means to fool some remote-viewers. But I did read somewhere that you usually get sense that something is wrong with the data you're getting -- it don't seem right.  Like what I get from Montauk.  A smashed image.

"Front loading"

It is useful in some cases.  It's like priming.  Using a photo can prepare to RV.  But one drawback is using photos to "front load" can lead to confusing data as you will remote-view the place the time the photo was taken.  For example, I believe some of the Montauk RV data dates from around 1990s as I had seen black&white photos.  When I personally visited the site, it was far more overgrown than the RV data that I was getting.

Montauk Notes on location connections?

I kept thinking about my repeated connection with Montauk and why I keep being drawn to this location.  And some others like Paris and New York plus a location near where I live.  I was watching a supernatural drama on British TV called "Sea of Souls".  In it was case where a man disappeared from his up floor flat.  A researched discovered the flat lay close to a ley line.

I keep an open mind on ley lines.  But most of the places are connected with ley lines.  Like Montauk.  I live next to the Pilgrims way which is an old trackway leading to Canterbury.  And the local place where I experienced missing time over a year ago is located close by the Pilgrims Way and has a old spring.  Some years ago, I saw a ley line map of the UK and there appears to be number of ley lines in my locality.   On seeing that program, I recalled my trips to Paris.  Every visit I have made, I have gone to Notra Dame.  Outside is a plague known as 'Zero Point' where all distances are measured from in France.  And reading a book some years ago, I recall there maybe a ley line or ley line junction near Notra Dame.

Leys lines seem to have a strong connection with underground springs, rivers, or wells.  At Montauk, I stated about sewage pipes or storm drain pipes.  To me, these pipes have a large diameter.  Too large -- and I couldn't work out why.  The Camp Hero site may be located on springs, and these large underground storm drains may have been built to drain the land so they could build on it. 

Also in the "Sea of Souls" story, the man who disappeared was having dreams about his grandfather who was a fighter pilot.  And one of the researchers in the TV drama mentioned 'ley dreamers'.  If you sleep on a ley line, you can experience the dreams of others who are on other ley lines.  The "Sea of Souls" drama is fiction.

But it's close to what I experienced in 2003 when I witnessed that troubled teenager at Montauk.  Ley dreamers are something that I will try and look up to see if that program was based on any fact.

A short note on the FTA.

I have been looking for a suitable generator system for the FTA.  I have narrowed down to Fuel cells, or hydrogen fuelled turbine generator, or a Stirling Engine.  But it would require a lot of piping.  I was thinking of wrapping copper piping around engines and pump air through the pipes.  The engines would heat the air in the pipes, and I could use the hot air to power a Stirling engine which could drive a generator.  I have been working on the flame tubes/pulse jets.  And I hope to complete the final flame tube design prototype within the next week or so.  So I can get on and build the 24 flame tubes needed for all 3 engines.

Well that's all for now.

Tom

S-503.  from Tom Skeggs regarding remote-viewing in Russian politics; also Bob Lazar

From:   "Tom Skeggs"

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Mon, January 17, 2005 11:15 am 

Subject:   Re: remote-influencing in Russian politics

From: <kram@stealthskater.com>

> Tom --

>

>      http://www.escribe.com/science/keelynet/m16223.html
>      http://www.escribe.com/science/keelynet/m16225.html
>

>      Found these two posts on remote-viewing on Keelynet.  The first seems to expand on what we talked about before regarding how the Russians used remote-influencing.

>

>      The second is about a guy that impressed Tom Mahood, who exposed flaws in Lazar's story.  Mahood didn't like rv-ers like Brown, Dames, or Morehouse.  But he seem to put some "weight" into what Bucanon and McMoneagle said.  Are these guys known over there?

>

> -- Mark

Hello Mark,

Sorry for delay.  Been busy with FTA.

I was aware of the old KGB RV Special Services unit for some years.  One slip up was by an American remote viewer when I was conducting tests in 2001-2002.  I asked if remote-viewers can actually see another remote-viewer or do people become aware of another remote-viewer's presents in the room he is in.

The comment was sarcastic as ever.  But he let it slip that KGB psychic teams can detect the presence of other remote-viewing intruders.

Electronic remote-influencing on a mass scale is something else.  What I know on the subject is that it's very subtle, where you constantly project an image into the a person's mind.  Say of a location.  And the people may develop the need to visit that place.

I'm uncertain about mass remote-influencing as different people will react differently to the remote-influencing.  Every body is different.  Also my main problem with mass mind-control technology is that it's an area weapon and will effect the people who deploy it as well.

I generally sense that some of the Russian research into electronically enhanced remote-viewing is more advanced than in the West.  But I also sense that its being promoted as more advanced than it is.  Russia is classed now as no longer being a superpower.  So it may be a way of stating that it has technology far more advanced than the West.

About if American remote-viewers are known in the UK.  The most well known is Morehouse.  He has appeared on TV documentaries in the UK a few times.  Along with McMoneagle who was featured attempting to trace missing people with remote-viewing and showing drawings, etc. to prove remote viewing.

Lazar

What Lazar stated over the years still interests me.  RV data of S4 seems to suggest there is a semi-underground complex there.  And work was going on there.  I recall telling you I could "see" air power tools being used.  And I was unable to get a clear image.  Maybe Telepathic Image Overlay, or whatever the device was.  It may generate interference which prevents RV.  That may suggest it is psychotronic or psychoactive.

The one major drawback with RVing high security locations is there is no way of knowing if the info is correct.  I can only report what I witness.  Without visiting the location and taking photos to prove it.

S-504.  from Tom Skeggs regarding Montauk maps

From:   "Tom Skeggs"

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Mon, January 24, 2005 10:25 am

Subject:   Revised Doc Enclosed

Hello Mark

I have corrected spelling mistakes and typo errors.  Having more problems with my e-mail.

I found a topological map of Montauk point @
http://terraserver-usa.com/image.aspx?T=2&S=11&Z=19&X=647&Y=11376&W=3
It shows the location of the Money Pond.   This site includes some good air photos to at:

http://terraserver-usa.com/image.aspx?T=1&S=11&Z=19&X=647&Y=11373&W=3 .

In the air photo-south of the Radar tower ops block, etc., you maybe able to see a circular feature close to the shoreline, south of the radar tower.  This is the feature which Preston thinks is an "accelerator".  But Camp Hero was a gunnery range before it was taken over by the Air Force.  So it maybe something to do with that.  The gunnery range use may explain the blocks of concrete with metal rings spotted the coastline.  There maybe anchor points for targets positioned out at sea.

I also looked at air photos and maps on this website for Pine Barrens.  I found the area East of the Fort Dix site was heavily wooded.  There is a lot woodland also south of NAS Lakehurst, Naval Air Station.  But I was unable to locate the actual Pine Barrens-Ong's Hat site.  But I discovered a few areas where there are some wide rivers close to woodland.

Well that's all for now.

All the best

Tom

S-505.  from Jim Stevenson regarding Tom Skeggs' "Star Chamber"

From :  jim stevenson <mysterystevenson@yahoo.com>

To :  stealthskaters@hotmail.com

CC :  jim stevenson <mysterystevenson@yahoo.com>

Sent :  Wednesday, January 26, 2005 3:15 PM

Subject :  Star Chamber- IDIC

Hello.   I noticed on one of your sites reference to a "Star Chamber" and couldn't help see a similarity to my Inter Dimensional Imaging Chamber.  My device was videoed quite a few years ago by a news service, so I thought you might be interested in checking on it a little.  I think my concept may be slightly different [than Tom Skeggs'].  But as I have not seen the other, it is hard to say.  Mine is intended to be able to detect chronalistic "radiations and signals.

I have a free online research group at

http://groups.yahoo.com/group/gravitationalpropulsionstevenson/  .In 'Post #40' there I made a brief reprint in the public forum of a release I had made years ago.  I called it the Inter Dimensional Imaging Chamber.

I have another free online research group at 

http://groups.msn.com/GravitationalPropulsionResearchGroupStevenson/homepage  .  At this site are some old photos of the IDIC in the public accessible  area, including the page on the left sidebar concerning gravitational theory.  Also images are to be found in the photos area.

Thankyou,

Mystery,

James Stevenson

S-506.  from Tom Skeggs regarding his revised FTA plans

From:   "Tom Skeggs"

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Wed, January 26, 2005 8:02 am 

Subject:   Re: Got it!
kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

>Thanks, Tom!

>

> Hope this isn't taking away too much from the FTA. But I figured might as well nail it down while it's still fresh in your mind.  You've spent countless hours on Montauk.  And it's all very fascinating and revealing.

>

> Ed didn't think too much of Tim Ventura's antigravity site except to concede that it was very eye-appealing.  I don't think he is a fan of Hutchison or Bearden.  BTW, is the FTA going to fly via the H-effect and just use the hydrogen capacitive-discharge engines for maneuvering?  That would explain your re-classification of it as an "electronics device which can fly".

>

> In another month-or-two, I'll send you an updated CD with the entire Doc Savage collection on it.  The author Lester Dent could have taught college on how to write serials! It is very interesting to see how he weaved his own personal experiences in flying, engineering, plumbing, forestry, ham radio, and mechanics into the stories.  I think Michael Crichton did the same thing with his medical training when he wrote "The Andromeda Strain" and other books.  But Dent is from the old school when Gilbert chemistry sets still were being made and Tesla was in vogue.  You might get an idea from one of them.  I sent one to Tom Bearden, but I never got a response. I'm starting to wonder if his critics might be right after all.

>

> -- Mark
Hello Mark

I have not able to do much on the FTA as I have been looking around for parts and waiting for orders.  It's also been freezing cold and snow.  I haven't been able to do much construction work.  So I'm working on the computer software.

>Is the FTA going to fly via the H-effect and just use the hydrogen capacitive-discharge engines for maneuvering?

The hydrogen-fueled engines produce thrust, and I hope to make the nozzles vectorable.  I also planned to install bags filled with helium, fitted to reduce the weight, and create some lift.  I then hope it work at this stage like an ordinary VTOL aircraft.  The first maiden flight will be without its aeroshell or skin.  The prototype will just consist of the airframe and engines.  But later I plan to add a it's electric skin to reduce drag.

>Tim Ventura's antigravity site...

Yes, the site is "glossy".  And last time I looked, he was focusing on reproducing the work of Thomas Townsend Brown.  I did like the paper outlining different types of antigravity propulsion.

Well that's all for now.

Tom

S-507.  from Ed Halerewicz, Jr. regarding Mercury plasma anti-gravity

From:   "Edward Halerewicz, Jr." <halgravity@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Mon, January 31, 2005 11:41 pm

Subject:   Re: non-plasma Mercury anti-grav and the Hutchison Effect 

--- kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

> Ed --

> 

>      Saw this on KeelyNet (attachment: Mercury.doc).  The first sounds like a pseudo attempt to perpetuate the legend of Mercury as a anti-grav element but without the need for Fouche's plasma, etc.

> 

>      Following that is a claim for the "Hutchison Effect" by someone other than John Hutchison.

> 

>      Both sound a little bogus, but at least that's the latest on these topics that I've seen on the "Alt" boards.

> 

> -- Mark

> ATTACHMENT part 2 application/msword name=Mercury.doc

I don't have to read it to know its bogus.  2 words-- General Relativity.  The same goes for Bi/Uup and Fe from all the garbage I have come across, not to mention Ni for UNITEL.  Then there are bulk superconductors …  Gee, well I guess the garbage list is pretty extensive.

-- Edward Halerewicz, Jr. 

Truss Technician/Independent Researcher

http://da_theoretical1.tripod.com/index.htm
S-508.  from Tom Skeggs regarding UFOs & Technology

From:   "Tom Skeggs"

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Wed, February 2, 2005 12:47 pm

Subject:   UFOs & Technology 

Hello Mark

Sorry for delay.  Got stuck doing other things for the last week.

I was only looking at the Rex Research site over the weekend.  Looking at the Wilbert Smith pages plus a lot of electrolysis.

The ntl links on the Lazar disk story were quite good.  It jogged my memory seeing that this device may produce a gravity wave 180 degrees out-of-phase.  This has a technical term known as 'active cancellation'.  Some explored it as means to make an aircraft invisible to radar by re-transmitting a EM wave on the same frequency of the search radar but 180 degrees out of phase.  This out-of-phase signal would cancel out the EM wave from the search radar making the plane invisible to the search radar.

It maybe a similar technic being used to defeat gravity.  What's interesting is the out-of-phase gravity wave may not be anti-gravitic which is stated in the ntl article.  So if the gravitational pull of Earth is 1g at sea-level, the device when in flight may experience an acceleration of 0g!  It would float up like a helium balloon.

My only crib with this type of active cancellation is that more than one frequency may have to be used to create a 0g effect.  (I think it may have to do with Mach's principle where its movement [of its mass] is sensed or felt by the mass in the whole Universe.)  But there maybe only one frequency for the Earth.

Gravitational wave production

I saw on a website (I think it was called Intalek) where the designer planned to use a oscillating mass to produce gravity waves.  This is correct.  I did look into this some time ago during the early years of the Star Chamber and FTA.  One drive system would use a oscillating mass located inside a Helmholtz resonator.  (The Helmholtz generator acts as amplifier which has no moving parts.  The amplification is a result of its internal dimensions which match the resonant frequency of the oscillating mass pile).  The basic math that I did showed the oscillating mass piles had to have a greater mass than the craft itself.  Also looking into interference, if a device had more than one pile where the piles interfere and oscillate out-of-phase, they may result in a 0-g effect.  For larger craft, then, you would require some very heavy mass to emit the weak gravity waves.  Otherwise they would just get absorbed by the airframe and skin of the craft. 

The drawback is that some very heavy mass materials are radioactive.  The plus side is that these mass piles could drive themselves without the need of an external power source.  For example, the radioactive mass could be coated in a dielectric material so it emits large amounts of electrons.  The interior of the Helmholtz resonator could be lined with a semiconductor material to absorb electrons.  When the mass emits electrons, it would cause the mass to oscillate.  The heavy radioactive mass would be located on the end of a soft metal pole which would act like a spring.  If a radioactive material is used, then it may be best to used a type that emits alpha particles. 

The heavy mass on soft shaft is modeled on the simple harmonic oscillation principle found in any science textbook.  The above in layman's terms is that such gravity drive systems are not drive systems.  They act like a oscillating radioactive battery powered by the emission of radioactive decay.  The half-life of the battery depends on the radioactive half-life of the radioactive material and the tensile strength of the soft metal bar.

A poor man's version uses a gaseous mass blown along a pipe which strikes a solid mass target and emits photons resulting in braking radiation.  Remember my references on Bremsstrahlung radiation?  I think this would cause the gas consisting of a mass to slow down and the shock waves would travel ahead.  The gas would then be ejected out of the tube at a very high velocity.  It's like compressing a spring.  And this is similar to what the French scientist did with his disk shaped MHD drive.

I did toy with the idea of using disk shaped emitters in my engines last year.  Which plan to use the Coanda Effect.  My mushroom emitters would have been located inside a metal tube with a fan located above to blow air over the emitter which had a electric charge.  The air would be compressed as it would pass the rim and the inner surface of the tube.  Here the air would pick up an electric charge due to the presence of an electric field between the emitter and the tube wall.  I would have used electromagnets to accelerate the gas out the tailpipe at high velocity.  But making it proved too difficult and heavy.

The Lens Effects

In the ntl articles, it mentions the aero shells acting like lens.  I have come across this before in a book by Leonard G. Cramp in a book called "UFOs and Anti-Gravity: Piece for a jig-saw".  Published by Adventages Unlimited.  Here the author postulates that the flying disks are lens-shaped to focus the fields into a focus point.  Very much like in a common torch where the reflector focuses the light into a beam.  The author admits that he does not know what type of field is produced by these flying disks, but their shape may be a key component.  Allowing the fields to be focused above-and-below the craft to make it go up-and-down.  He offers a number of case histories.  And Cramp -- being an engineer -- offers some good technical views and equations as well on the subject.

Like you said, some of the work produced on the subject of UFOs in the 1950s is better as many serious engineers, scientists and technicians were writing books, technical papers, and articles postulating on how these devices may work.

I have been thinking about the UFO situation as whole for the last week-or-so.  And my theory that UFOs or many of its pilots are non-physical has been bugging me.  I recall a number of cases in Europe and the UK which don't support this notion.  A few days ago. I worked it out.  One case in Scotland reported seeing a large FT hovering over the road in front of them on a lonely road at night.  They drove underneath and reported seeing white lights flashing.  Next they recall driving along the road with the FT nowhere in sight.  They discovered that they had experienced missing time.  Under hypnosis, they reported an abduction in detail.  There are numerous cases like this all over the World.

I concluded that some UFOs may be non-physical holograms.  But some could be real structured craft.  The flashing lights they reported may be used to induce an altered state of consciousness.  Some craft may be real but abductions are not.  It may be like my Star Chamber where people can communicate without the risk of physical contact and would limit the spread of illnesses.  Also, these pilots may not be able to live in nitrogen/oxygen atmosphere.  So they use ways to induce an altered state where the people would witness a psychic projection of the craft's interior.  But what about injuries?  These may be a result where the human brain is fooled into believing in something which did not physically happen.  So the injuries would materialize on the human body as real injuries.  This would reinforce the notion that the in event is real.  And this may explain why some of these visitors may inflict such injuries.  Some of this is what I picked up from remote-viewing.

The Star Chamber

I not certain who Stevenson is.  I know in 2000-2001 when my material was first published on the Time Travel Research Center, I got a few e-mails from people around the World working on similar designs in the late 1990s.  To me, this all sounds like morphic resonance where different people around the World were working on a similar invention.  All the people don't know each other, most have never met or communicated with each other.  Some scientists have studied morphic resonance in some animals.  For example birds or monkeys located on remote island learn a new technique for finding food.  A generation later, other birds or monkeys have learnt and displaying the new technique.  But there has been no direct communication.

Well I hope this answers some more questions.

All for now 

Tom

S-509.  from Ed Halerewicz, Jr. regarding an Eric Davis interview

From:   "Edward Halerewicz, Jr." <halgravity@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Wed, February 16, 2005 12:11 am

Subject:   Re: Eric Davis interview 

--- kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

> Saw this Eric Davis interview by Tim Ventura =>

http://www.americanantigravity.com/eric-davis.shtml .  If radioactivity was the last non-theoretical great discovery in physics, then it sounds like we might have to wait a very long time for the next -- if any -- one .

Mark,

Thanks for the link!  I'll read it in detail when I have time.  It's more of my cup-of-tea than say a bulletproof seat cushion (in that last article you sent me from that Canadian inventor).  I came across an interesting article with a NASA blimp that backs up my calculations that the  Flying Triangles are not blimps!  http://www.spaceref.com/news/viewpr.html?pid=16024
Not a surprise to me as the math is not that hard.  But it will make Joe Q. Public take a second look.  Also I caught a web banner that might be of interest to you.  Something about Peter Jennings doing a report on UFOs on the 24th.  Perhaps you may want to look into that …

-- Edward Halerewicz, Jr. 

Truss Technician/Independent Researcher

http://da_theoretical1.tripod.com/index.htm
S-510.  from Peter Woodward regarding Michael Wolf and Dan Burisch

From :  Peter Woodward <woodward_peter@hotmail.com>

To :  "StealthSkater" <stealthskaters@hotmail.com>

Sent :  Saturday, February 19, 2005 9:26 AM

Subject :  Re: Wolf and Burisch ...

There does seem to be a lot of BS floating around.  Especially the pictures of Dan Burisch getting out of a car on the side of a road somewhere and being saluted by his wife.  What a load of rubbish!  If you were part of an elite organization such as 'Majestic', would you want to announce your arrival somewhere to anyone who may be watching????  I doubt it !

And what about these pictures of the clouds parting and so forth?  If all this was happening in the background, why is the photographer taking pictures of a guy standing on a hill that looks nothing like the guy that got out of the car??

I don't know what to think about a lot of the stories.  But I know we have the discs.

These guys hold the keys to saving the planet but won't reveal anything.  I want to see these things myself also.  But when your talking about "so called" defense budgets and craft like the F-117 (which was being tested from 1977 and we got to see it in 1990 something), it kinda suggests these guys will never tell anyone.  Every couple of years-or-so though there will be some kinda major breakthrough which will be publicized because its the right time for the program and not necessarily the planet.

If they already have cold fusion, what would happen to the Middle East?  No more money coming in day after day.  Since they've got not much else, it would be somewhat of a "death-blow".  Hmmm … who knows.  Maybe we weren't meant to survive -- maybe logic is too much to ask from the average human?

S-511.  from Tom Skeggs regarding "influencing" random numbers

From:   "Tom Skeggs"

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Sun, February 20, 2005 12:28 pm

Subject:   Re: Edinburgh 'black box' that sees into the Future?

----- Original Message ----- 

From: StealthSkater 

To: woodward_peter@hotmail.com 

Sent: Saturday, February 19, 2005 12:45 AM

Subject: Wolf and Burisch ...

>> Whoops, found it.  The book was The Catchers of Heaven and the author was Michael Wolf.

>>

>> Seen some reviews on this and they seem a bit harsh.  I was of the belief that this would be a good read.  Any thoughts ?  Have you read this book ?

>>

>Richard Boylan has been the chief promoter of Wolf.  Fellow researcher Bill Hamilton dug up some pretty damning stuff on Wolf -- much to Boylan's displeasure (from what I was told).

>

>Jack Safatti & co. seem to have done the same thing regarding Burisch.  Bill's defense is that Jack is "just a theorist and doesn't know how to research".  I suspect there might be some truths in both stories, but most of it is a clever dis-info spin for who-knows-what-reasons.

>

>Believe me, I wish it weren't so!  I'd like to see something extraordinary before I die ... 

Hello again.

This is quite fun.  The box appears to house a random event generator which produces a random series of ones and zeros.  I read the link page at KeelyNet.  I have heard of this before where people with ESP are asked to try and influence the outcome of the random numbers.

Reminds me of the abstract math stuff I got last week on Fibonacci sequence and the golden ratio that I mentioned in the previous e-mail to you.

I hope all is well.

All for now 

Tom 

kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

> "Can This Black Box See Into the Future?

>

> DEEP in the basement of a dusty university library in Edinburgh lies a small black box, roughly the size of two cigarette packets side by side, that churns out random numbers in an endless stream.

>

>At first glance it is an unremarkable piece of equipment. Encased in metal, it contains at its heart a microchip no more complex than the ones found in modern pocket calculators.

>

> But according to a growing band of top scientists, this box has quite extraordinary powers. It is, they claim, the 'eye' of a machine that appears capable of peering into the future and predicting major world events. ... ... "

> entire article is at => http://www.escribe.com/science/keelynet/m16287.html
S-512.  from Tom Skeggs regarding Ron Wyatt's claims of the Ark of the Covenant

From:   "Tom Skeggs"

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Mon, February 21, 2005 1:10 pm

Subject:   Ark & Ron Wyatt 

Hello

I found this page on Ron Wyatt's claims regarding the Ark of the Covenant.

http://www.tentmaker.org/Dew/Dew7/D7-AGreatChristianScam.html
Reading Wyatts put his location to the North.  But I get it South.  See this map I found today:

http://www.templemount.org/graphics/Fig6.html .

There is a good air photo on the top of the home page at www.templemount.org .  The old first temple is believed to have stood at North site C, beneath the currant Mosque B or the southern site A.  I noticed evergreen trees in the southern corners but they look too tall and conical.  And I cannot recall where the blossom from. Just from the North. 

Radar surveys below this area show empty voids, see this page:

http://www.templemount.org/graphics/Fig33.html
This subject is a bit of mystery for me.  And I know little of the geography of the area.  So it's all a bit confusing, but I'm finding it very fascinating.

That's all for now.

Tom

S-513.  from Ed Halerewicz, Jr. regarding reducing the mass required for warp-drive

From:   "Edward Halerewicz, Jr." <halgravity@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Fri, February 25, 2005 9:00 pm

Subject:   Re: your paper mentioned in 2005 STAIF conference notes

--- kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

> Ed --

> 

> Saw this recent post on Ventura's site => STAIF Notes (2005) =>

>http://www.americanantigravity.com/documents/STAIF-2005-Notes.doc .

> 

> MANY, many theories.  Baker's stuff seemed to be given lots of space.  At the end of the document, I noticed a 2001 paper by you, a 2003 paper by Todd, and a reference to "Professor" Minami on his hyperspace navigation.  I never knew what Minami was other than he used to work in the patent department for NEC (or something like that).  Larry Maurer told me that Yoshinari was one of the original "Incunabulists" (I know that's spelled wrong, but it's what made the Matheny comic books).  Maurer insisted that Minami was leaning toward a proton-antiproton reactor for power requirements.  And who do we know that was first on the PUBLIC scene with that?  [Bob Lazar!]

> 

> Did you ever think of adopting Thorne's technique of working backwards (like he did for Sagan's wormhole in 'Contact') to test out alternate-physics hypothesis?  I was mainly thinking of Bearden's stuff.  Granted, Tom's math is lacking rigor  and he is the first to admit that.  But I was wondering if working backwards from some end-point -- no matter how fantastic -- and seeing if the derivation couldn't be patched up enough to make others give a serious look-see at his basic tenets.

> 

> In that 2001 paper of yours that Tim summarized in the 2005 notes, he said that you were looking at explaining how a UFO interior could be/appear-to-be so much bigger than the exterior.  Montauk's Preston Nichols ventured a guess on that with what he claimed to have observed as an Eaton-AIL radar engineer.  It was in that 4th Montauk book.  I extracted the highlights of his conjectures and placed them in

http://www.stealthskater.com/Documents/Nichols_1.doc .  Okay, I know he is discredited like Lazar.  But you can probably dig up enough dirt in anyone's closet if you want to use that as ammunition against them.  Politicians and clergy are probably the most susceptible.  Nichols was talking about "soliton fields" and "artificial-reality bubbles" as being necessary for the operation of the UFO he saw.  I don't know if these are connected with MQT (Macroscopic Quantum Tunneling).

> 

> All for now --

> -- Mark

> 

> Of course, the same approach could be used for UNITEL's stuff or any other hypothesis.

Hi Mark,

Thanks very much for sending this wonderful message!  I was cited at a space conference on an article that CQG refused to publish.  How is that for irony!  I would like to track down exactly what was said.  But very interesting.  Yilmaz gravity as I've looked at before, my paper, and of course my conversations with Todd …  it seems that somebody liked what I had to say in the past.  From the author publication list, the person that brought up those ideas worked for DoD.  Which I find a bit odd but not surprising after Davis' paper.

As for my paper, I was not explaining the inside of a UFO!!!!!  In fact, the idea mentioned is from Van den Broeck's paper.  So he deserves the credit there and is actually related more to a black hole's (time-like) hyperslice topology than anything else [Best example, look at Hawkings Books showing how baby universe break up in spacetime … same idea it just doesn't break though].  The goal of the 2001 paper which I co-wrote was simply to reduce the amount of exotic energy required to make use of an Alcubierre-Van den Broeck warp drive.  Other works required a mass 100 times the observable Universe.  But we reduced it to about 30 solar masses -- that is all that our papered showed.

Have I ever thought of a back-engineered physics alternatives?   Sure have.  Certainly you recall the UNITEL article.  That was the only time I have, though.

-- Edward Halerewicz, Jr. 

Truss Technician/Independent Researcher

http://da_theoretical1.tripod.com/index.htm
S-514.  from Ed Halerewicz, Jr. regarding "back-theorizing" & "back-engineering"

From:   "Edward Halerewicz, Jr." <halgravity@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Tue, March 1, 2005 10:50 pm 

Subject:   Re: not back-engineering ... but back-theorizing 

--- kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

> > Have I ever thought of a back-engineered physics alternatives?   Sure have.  Certainly you recall the UNITEL article.  That was the only time I have, though.

> 

> I didn't mean back-"engineered" as much as back-"theorized" along the Thorpe/Sagan lines.  For example, start with what Bearden is saying about dark energy -- or what UNITEL is postulating -- and work backwards in an attempt to overcome any of the mathematical hurdles that were encountered by going "forward".  Maybe some of thee apparent errors can be corrected by a backward approach, or maybe their theories can be "hybridized" to create a more robust -- and new -- physics model.

> 

> Any thoughts as to how Tim Ventura is getting all this info?  When someone accumulates this much, the paranoia rises inside me and I start thinking a "dupe" for counter-intelligence agencies.  Like Hamilton, Howe, Keyhoe, and others have been accused of.

> 

> I remember that you said that Robert Baker didn't understand General Relativity when you read his articles.  Is it possible his schemes will work -- the engineering, I mean -- but by some other mechanism that he accidentally tapped into.  In other words -- in layman's language -- he "lucked out"?

As for "back-theorizing", that's what I did.   I didn't actually take anything apart, so no back-engineering.  As for Thorne's wormhole, it was a stolen idea from Einstein and Rosen.  It was not original.  Thorne just thought up a way to hold it open and use it.

As for Tim, I do not know but I guess he got a hold of Eric Davis through the same author that mentioned my works.  Todd Deisatio was able to get that author's address through antigravity.com, so that would be my guess to how that interview happend.  Todd was able to get a copy of the STAIF paper mentioning us. I was surprised that it really was making a link between the Van Den Broeck and UFO reports.  It seems although the author was just using my work as it generalizes the concepts to make it easier for a novice to grasp.
-- Edward Halerewicz, Jr. 

Truss Technician/Independent Researcher

http://da_theoretical1.tripod.com/index.htm
S-515.  from Jim Stevens regarding Consciousness Studies

From :  Jim Stevens <it_is_life_jim@yahoo.com> 

To :  StealthSkater <stealthskaters@hotmail.com> 

Sent :  Monday, March 7, 2005 8:24 AM 

Subject :  Re: there's some more out there, too ... 

>> From: Jim Stevens <it_is_life_jim@yahoo.com>

>> To: stealthskaters@hotmail.com

>> Date: Sun, 6 Mar 2005 04:48:31 -0800 (PST)

>> Subject: Stealthskater, Thanks for your UFO site.

>>

>> Stealthskater,  Thanks for your UFO site.

>>

>> I was reading around your site this evening, and thought I should take the time to say thanks very much >for sharing your research.

>>

>> I've seen hundreds of UFO related websites online for the past 7 years.  But when I re-visit yours, I realize just how excellent your site is.

>> Here's my profile so you can see what I have been up to =>

http://profiles.yahoo.com/it_is_life_jim
StealthSkater <stealthskaters@hotmail.com> wrote:

> Hi Jim --

>

> There's some other stuff on the site that I haven't advertised to the general public.  One of these is a large collection of emails.  I arranged it so that 50 emails make up one Word doc.  Currently I have 500 emails out there.  You can access this at http://www.stealthskater.com/Email_Diary.htm .

>

>RexResearch.com has many more older essays than I do.  Mine turned into an archiving effort since so many sites disappear or change their URL.  The more I got looking into all these seemingly different phenomena, the more it appeared that they -- UFOs, stargates, remote-viewing, Montauk, etc. -- may all be related and encompassed by some greater unifying theory.  If not superstrings/M-brane theory, then perhaps a modification of Bearden's hypotheses.

-- Mark

Thanks, I'll have a look now.

If you are into mind and other dimensions, etc., read this one from the BBC documentary called "the day I died"  (http://thegroundoffaith.orcon.net.nz/pam.html ) 

Quote:

Commentator: Pro Hameroff has been studying microscopic brain structures called 'microtubules' that are deep inside the cells that form the brain.  It is at this microscopic level that he believes the brain produces the mind.

Hameroff:  Inside of cells -- including nerve cells -- there are forests of routers or cylindrical structures or microtubules, self assembled to form the shape of the cell.  They are also the nervous system of the cell which process the information internally and organise what happens within each cell.  And also how cells interact with other cells.  These microtubules are also very well designed as computational devices.

Commentator:  Hameroff proposes that the microtubules are tiny on-board computers that organise cellular activities in the brain.  He has been studying a structure in the cells.  He sees them as quantum computers.

Hameroff:  The Quantum World (at the level of atoms and below) has some very strange properties.  For example, everything can be interconnected with everything else.  Particles can be in 2-or-more places at the same time by the process called 'superposition'.  So in a quantum computer, information can be in 2 states at the same time."

Commentator: This ability to be in 2 places at once -- known as Superposition in space-time geometry -- is thought to be a fundamental property of the very fabric of the Universe.  The fundamental level of the Universe is so infinitesimally small that it impossible even to imagine, but as go down in size scale -- for example -- from our brains to our nerve cells to the microtubules.  Inside the microtubules we have atoms.  Then keep going down even smaller than atoms (atoms are mostly empty space).  Imagine that you are in an aeroplane looking at the surface of the ocean from 33000 feet.  The surface of the ocean looks very smooth.  However, if you are in a boat on the surface, it is choppy and there is a pattern obviously in the waves.

Similarly when we get down to this fundamental level of the Universe, there is information that is patterned.  That information gives rise to consciousness precursors.  It is there at the most basic level of the Universe that Hameroff and Penrose believe that consciousness occurs.  Concerning the well established field of Relativity, Einstein said that everything -- matter, energy, space and time, and the very fabric of the Universe -- works on the tiniest scales.  And that it is at this level that consciousness may exist -- within the processes of the microtubules -- which could explain how Near-Death Experiences (NDEs) occur.

The microtubule coherence pumping activity stops.  It leaks out.  It is not lost or destroyed but leaks out into the Universe at large.  It spreads out but hangs together due to another strange phenomenon -- 'quantum coherence'.  By this mechanism, it is possible for consciousness to exist at least temporarily outside the body -- e.g., floating above the body while observing resuscitation attempts.  Hameroff's study can give us a glimpse of what Life-after-Death may be like -- into a world where we don’t have the technology or capability for scientific understanding.

One thing is clear:  NDEs have extreme effects on the people who have them.  Most people who have these experiences are profoundly changed.  They become less materialistic; less competitive; less involved in personal power, prestige, and fame; and much more concerned about relationships with others, and with the spiritual side of their lives.  People change their careers.  And while NDEs have changed lives, they have given some people experiences that they never would have dreamt of having.

S-516.  from Ed Halerewicz, Jr. regarding Tom Bearden and Jack Sarfatti

From:   "Edward Halerewicz, Jr." <halgravity@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Sat, March 12, 2005 2:56 pm 

Subject:   Re: [Fwd: Tom Bearden - Student Book Giveaway - "Energy from the Vacuum"]

--- kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

>

> Subject: Tom Bearden - Student Book Giveaway - "Energy from the Vacuum"

> From:    "Anthony Craddock"

> <ANTHONYCRADDOCK@COX.NET>

> Date:    Sat, March 5, 2005 2:59 pm

> To:      "Cheniere Announcements List"

> <craddock@west.net>

>

--------------------------------------------------------------------------

> 

> CIRCULATE WIDELY

> 

> A philanthropist has donated several thousands of dollars to underwrite free copies of Tom Bearden's "Energy from the Vacuum - Concepts &  Principles" for qualified students.  This book of almost 1,000 pages contains 30 years of Tom's research on the subject, and is the only book of its kind available anywhere.

> 

> See http://www.cheniere.org/sales/discounts-for-students.htm .

> 

> Please pass this offer on to qualified students.  This offer will only be available till the Fund is depleted.

> 

> Additional contributions to this Sponsorship Fund are welcomed (appropriate financial statements are provided to the Sponsors).

> 

> Tom Bearden does feel that it is most important to educate today's students  around the world in these missing, or hidden, concepts and principles, as  the education of students in this "field that is not a field" is essential  to bringing about the eventual widespread introduction of Energy from the  Vacuum.

> 

> Note:  Discounted cases of 12 (ea) books are also still available for those  of you who prefer to give these books out in person.

> 

> See  http://www.cheniere.org/sales/order_by_credit_card.htm .

> 

> Regards

> Tony Craddock

> Director

> Cheniere Press/ The Tom Bearden Website
> www.cheniere.org
Hello Mark,

Was out of town last week on a business trip.   Hmm … never thought I would say that.  Free book giveaway?  Sounds like a waste of money to me.  Since I'm out of school at present, I do not qualify for that.  

But Tom Bearden has always bothered me.  I looked at the contents.  One thing that I thought was good was talk of the Heavyside EM equations.  They are more involved than Maxwell's equations, but often overkill.  A bit like using General Relativity for solar system flights.  So in that respect, Maxwell's equations would be the "Newtonian" counterpart.

Now Tom -- from what little I read of his materials -- is very very unusual.  One moment he sounds like he knows what he's talking … about the next he is in "la-la land".  Now given Jack sounds often the same way.  But with Jack, he thinks "la-la land" is right (at least until a few weeks later when he changes his mind and goes off again).  Tom's style is different though.  He can hit complex stuff right on the money, than goof on something relatively easy like he's doing it on purpose.

To be frank, I suspect that is the case and that's why his writing has bothered me as there appears to be an agenda for it.

-- Edward Halerewicz, Jr. 

Truss Technician/Independent Researcher

http://da_theoretical1.tripod.com/index.htm
S-517.  from Paul Devine regarding Matti Ptikanen and his consciousness theories

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Sun, March 13, 2005 6:21 pm

Subject:   Fwd: Matti Pitkanen

Mark,

Well, this is the first of my more technical mailings to you.  I thought I would begin with the name of "Matti Pitkanen".

Do you  know the name?  He's Finnish.  I have some material on him lying about somewhere.  If you like, I can try to re-locate at least the Locators and then forward them to you.  He seems to have the idea of using mathematics to unify the (paranormal, occult, psychical, immaterial, spiritual, etc.) worlds with the world of physics.  His mathematical physics is over-simplified.  But you might enjoy his work, anyway, if you do not already know it.

Let me know. 

(s) Paul.

S-518.  from Paul Devine regarding "Magnetized Light"

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Sun, March 13, 2005 7:14 pm

Subject:   Fwd: Magnetized light

Mark,

(1). This e-mail is in response to yours to me RE magnetism and light.  As soon as I read it, I thought "Myron Evans, AIAS, and the Inverse Faraday Effect!"  I delayed in responding because I was hoping to be able to find the relevant material -- quickly and easily -- on the www.aias.us WS of Myron Evans himself.

Unfortunately, the relevant materials did not cooperate there.  They exist on the WS.  I just can't find them quickly and easily.  So I thought I would send this partial information on to you since the only alternative would be to send nothing at all.  I have some relevant material lurking about somewhere.  But I don't want to waste a lot of my own time in case you already know about Myron Evans (or in case you don't care).

(2). Evans has his critics, too -- a man named "Rodrigues", from the aias.us HP.  So Bearden -- with his "Dr. Ark" -- is not alone.

(3). As a "caveat", I should say -- in identifying the experiments of your magnetism-and-light-sending to me with this so-called "Inverse Faraday Effect" -- that I am writing from memory.  And so, the experiments of your e-mail may ultimately turn out to different from the "Inverse Faraday Effect".  But in the meantime, I will continue to identify the two.

(4). A couple of points I would like to draw to your attention from the aias.us HP (aside from the reference to the "Inverse Faraday Effect" in ref.16 of the 29thpaper.pdf) are:

(4a). the reference to "...circularly polarized radiation ..." in the quote from Hart, paragraph 3.  This speaks to your e-mail.

(4b). "Electromagnetic field theory still remains far from a completed area of research, ..." in the quotation from Bo Lehnert ( "a member of the Royal Swedish Academy of Science Committee which awards the Nobel Prize in Physics and Chemistry"). This speaks to my own recently-acquired conviction that it is too early for a UFT that would convince me.

(4c). The reference to a "... longitudinal magnetic field component in the direction of propagation of the photon", again from Bo Lehnert.  (Again, your e-mail.)

(4d). The statement -- from Evans concerning his own theory -- that "It has none of the unproven speculations of string theory ...."  This speaks for me on the same subject.

Comment?

(s) Paul. 
S-519.  from Paul Devine regarding Myron Evans' criticsm of Tom Bearden

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Tue, March 15, 2005 1:31 am

Subject:   Fwd: Your (S-443) E-Mail to me

Mark,

It's hard to know even where to begin -- even to try to begin -- answering such a message as that which has -- by my own count -- a full twenty (20) separate and distinct points which call for a response.  What follows will, therefore, be "towards" a response.

(1). On the subject of Zero-Point Energy, the very first sentence of the Myron Evans part of the message: Something like ZPE MUST be there!  The so-called "cosmological constant" from relativistic cosmology is analogous -- physically -- to a Zero-Point for Potential energy by the so-called Newtonian Analogy.  And the cosmological constant (Lambda) must be there, formally, because it is a constant of integration (which must always be there).  It may have the value zero, of course, but it must be there!

(2). RE the last two sentences of the Evans message:  What do they mean?!  With special reference to the two men named by name, are they followers of TEB to be replaced?  Or are they the replacements?  And what does Evans mean by such a statement (RE John Shelburne)as that he "has infiltrated the US Navy"?  What does a statement like that mean?!  (And for that matter, why should anyone care while we are at it?)

(3). And ex the third sentence from the end, about how "... bona fide scientists can't stand up to Bearden ... "  Again, what does this mean?!  Who are these "bona fide scientists"?  What does it mean to say that they "can't stand up to Bearden"?  Can Evans give any examples of this?  Could it be that they DON'T "stand up to Bearden" because they think he is right?

(4). The first part of the second sentence of the message ("I have an ever generous nature"): I would not say that.  I have read some stuff by him about TEB and about others which, on the surface, struck me as being rather UN-generous.  And it preceded this "4/6/2004" message if memory serves.

(5). The second half of the second sentence, "I ... was trying to give Bearden some support by constructing theories out of his endless verbiage".  Was he?  As far as I can tell (and I have no degrees in these subjects), Evans simply quantified the idea of "torsion" 'T' in the use of Differential Geometry to study EM a la William Kingdon Clifford.  If Evans is quantifying TEB, then I -- for one -- would like to see a demonstration.

(6). After all, Evans -- on his website -- wants us to believe that he has unified the fields -- a unification which from (5) depends on Bearden.  But if Bearden falls to the ground, then does not the Myron Evans Unified Field Theory fall to the ground also?  The only way Evans can get out of this is by distinguishing between WHAT Bearden was trying to do and HOW he was trying to do it.

(7). Now let's jump to the sentence "This was before the revelation that Bearden had faked a Ph.D. thesis and had admitted it."  Again, what does this mean?!  How does one "fake" a Ph.D. thesis?  And how "admitted" is "admitted"?  Surely, a statement like this could -- and should -- be documented.  But where is the documentation?  And who made this "revelation"?  And on the basis of what evidence was this "revelation" made?  Is Evans making these statements of his own certain and personal knowledge?  Or is he merely repeating what third parties have said?  Surely, if there is one statement in this message by Evans that can be disposed of concretely, it is this statement.  Can't we hope for a few more words from he of the "ever generous nature"?

(8). Let's go on.  The follow-up statement in 2 parts: "This fake Ph.D. thesis is the kiss of death for Bearden" and "This fake Ph.D. thesis is the 'kiss of death' for anyone who is associated with him".
(8i). Certainly, a "fake Ph.D. thesis" could be "the kiss of death" in the academy.  For someone in the academy or for someone who aspires to join the academy who desires its approval, support, endorsement, encouragement.

(8ii). But a "fake " Ph.D. thesis need not be the "kiss of death" for a supporter of Bearden, because the reason for the support may have nothing to do with the content of any alleged "fake" thesis.

(9). For example, a little autobiography:  My original interest in TEB lay in his work in foundations.  I was originally going to major in physics in college.  Over the summer after graduation from high school, I discovered I had a lot of unanswered questions about electricity and magnetism.

Just as one example: There is no absolute definition of voltage.  It is defined, relatively, as a difference between "potentials".  And the potentials are all defined relative to ground, as if ground were an absolute constant, always and everywhere equal to zero.  Anyway, and to make a long story short, I switched from out of physics to mathematics, suspecting -- quite correctly, as it turned out -- that at least part of the difficulty lay in the fact that the physicists were not "respecting" the mathematics.

(10). Well, a year-or-two ago, I discover Tom Bearden's web site and found that he had exactly the same questions and problems as I!  The only difference between us is that Bearden spent at least a third-of-a century working to get answers and to solve problems!  (I had had premonitions about NOT getting involved in this kind of work myself.  Now I'm glad I honored them!)

(11). So, this is the basis of my support for Bearden.  But TEB himself admits that his solutions may not satisfy everyone.  If you don't like his work, then go build your own perspective!

(12). And the unknown contents of a "fake" Ph.D. thesis -- that only may or may not even exist ! -- has nothing to do with my support!

(13). Let's jump now to his statement (by Evans, that is) about "the cruel deception of the general public by secret weapons scare-mongering".  I studied this aspect of Bearden's work myself.  And I found an answer -- satisfactory to myself -- in the realization that his job as a military officer is to envisage a worse case scenario and then to guard against it.  Bearden's purpose -- in his own words -- is to catch us up to the Russians.  He sees the Russians as being far ahead of us.  Therefore, he talks about potential weapons systems as actually-realized facts.  It's his job!

(14). The closest thing to a substantive sentence that is left is the sentence "I was duped into thinking that a U.S. Patent meant something."  My first reaction was "Talk to Albert Einstein, patent examiner for the (Berne, Switzerland) patent office!  (You may have heard of the man!)"  My second reaction was "What does that mean?!"

(15). The sequel sentence "Obviously not" elicits the same reaction.  See also (6) above.

(16). The remaining sentences are too vague and general for even me to be able to do much of anything with them.

(17). Well, this is my -- admittedly, rather irritable -- reaction to Myron Evans … he of the "ever generous nature".
(18). Don't get me wrong!  Maybe everything Evans says -- or implies -- in his message to you (via Dr. "Ark") is true as stated (or as insinuated) and can be adequately documented, even to my own satisfaction.  But what I see in this (S-443) is "journalism by assertion" (to steal a quote from a Yahoo! News item from today, "Well, it's still Monday out here in the Midwest, anyway").  Show me some proof!  Statements of the sort that Evans makes here require proof, where I come from!

(19). And, speaking of the time, maybe I should make an end.

(20). Comment?

(s) Paul. 
S-520.  from Paul Devine regarding the Sociology of Power in the Mainstream Academy

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Thu, March 17, 2005 1:15 am

Subject:   Fwd: RE (Ark, Jack, and Tom): The Sociology of Power in the Academy 

Mark,

This message deals with the following statements from your 3/15/05 message to me:

> [1] "Now I understand what Edison was doing when he often spoofed 'der perfessers' with all their high-brow theories but no patents among them."

>

> [8] "But ... they take it personally."

>

> [10] " ... I forwarded a message to Dr. 'Ark' ... he ... saw another opportunity to dis Tom".

Comment:  Now you're getting the range on those people!  Let me give you a few examples from my own experience of the Academy over the last half-century or so.

Example 1:  After having given his students a passing grade in his course, a grad school professor then turned around and almost immediately afterward wanted to give them ALL a Failing grade on the comprehensive test (Qualifying Exam) on the same subject!  The head of the department told the guy to go away and come back later on and --- the second time --- to come back with a responsible decision.  On his return visit, the guy wanted to pass all his own students!

Example 2 :In the days of the compulsory draft during the Vietnam War, an undergrad math professor gave a failing grade to ALL-BUT-ONE of the students in his class (Matrix Theory -- it's not that hard!)  Now here's the cute little swindle the deans had worked out with the officers of the various departments on campus.  If the teacher would give a passing grade to even a single student, then the deans themselves would not intervene because that single passing grade showed how just and fair the teacher had been!  The end result (as far as I know) was that the only recourse the victims had was to take the course over again.  The best the victims could hope for grade-wise was a "C".  Needless to say, this could have made some students eligible for the draft -- with all that that could imply -- if they had ended up in Vietnam.

Example 3:  The head of the Religious Studies Dep't. hated the head of the Comparative Literature Dep't.  The issue was the historicity of the Nazarene.  The Religious Studies man (a Gentile) claimed to believe that the Nazarene had never existed, but had been merely the product of a "lost weekend" that someone had spent 2,000 years ago with a bag of "Magic Mushrooms"!  The Comp. Lit. man thought otherwise.  (Talk to any Jew about the Nazarene and the back part of the Bible!)  The Rel. Stud. man decided to do in the Comp. Lit. man.  To this end, he enlisted the aid of a certain dean.  The dean was able to cut the funding of the Comp Lit Department.  The price of this little piece of treason is said to have been an illuminated medieval manuscript, delivered to the dean by the Religious Studies Gentile.  (I know about this little gem because I knew the curator of the University Museum, who also lost his own funding, and his position.  And he had been trying to help me financially, so that I was negatively and adversely impacted myself.)

Example 4:  A man -- with "dean-like powers" -- spent all his time trying to keep a married former student of his (whose wife had just had a newborn babe-in-arms) from being able to get any kind of a job at all!  It worked for a while, too!  Fortunately, the baby survived. (This same man did the same thing with another student.  In this other case, the victim was unmarried and so less was at stake.)

Concluding Question:  But are we so sure, from statement [7] in your 3/15/05 missive, that [7] " ... these guys ... do not harbor any ill intent ..." ?

(s) Paul.
S-521.  from Paul Devine regarding "Ark" and Evans on Bearden

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Thu, March 17, 2005 1:17 am

Subject:   Fwd: RE ( Ark, Jack, and Tom) : Evans and Ark communicate

Mark,

"Apparently there has been some communication between Ark and Evans if I'm to believe the e-mail" (your Email_Diary S-443), sentence [11] from your 3/15/05 e-mail to me.

COMMENTS:

(1). You're right.  I agree.  That was also my own initial reaction to S-443.

(2).  I had already begun reading your "E-Mail Diary" before your 3/15 e-mail arrived.  But I had only gotten about as far as #200.  But that was far enough for me to encounter #123 -- "Ark" on TEB (Tom Bearden).  That one produced only a relatively minor explosion compared to what #443 produced.  It seems to me that Ark expresses himself in pretty much the same way as does Evans.  I have read other material -- not only by Ark, but also by Evans -- elsewhere.  And in it, they both seem to tend to sound like each other.  They also sound, elsewhere, like they do in these 2 e-mails in your Diary.  The "Ark" of elsewhere is consistent with the "Ark" of #123.  And the Evans of elsewhere is consistent with the Evans of #443.

QUESTION. In what direction might a solution lie? See "Mendel Sachs-Related".

(s) Paul.

S-522.  from Paul Devine regarding criticizing without offering subsitutions

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Thu, March 17, 2005 1:18 am 

Subject:   Fwd: RE ( Ark, Jack, and Tom) : Mendel Sachs - Related

Mark,

Let's go to statements 2 and 4 in your 3/15/05 message:

> [2]"...Jack and Ark ... keep us honest ..."

> [4]" ... Ark told me that ... he couldn't just sit still and watch theorems being developed incorrectly from a math standpoint."

COMMENTS.  Well, I have numerous comments on these 2 statements.

(1). I was not aware that TEB was developing any "theorems".  It seemed to me that it was Evans who "developed" the "theorems".  If any work is wrong, then, I would expect it to the work of Evans.  And yet (as you pointed out) Evans and Ark seem to be as one in attacking TEB.

(2). Ark attacks TEB.  But with what would Ark replace Bearden's work?  Ark -- so far as I am aware -- has nothing to put in place of Bearden's work.  He does not replace TEB's work with a corrected version of same (so far as I am aware).

(3). Neither Ark nor Evans (so far as I am aware) consider the work of Mendel Sachs to represent "theorems" being "developed" from Bearden's work.   It seems to me that they both should compare and contrast their own work with that of Sachs.  Bearden is not a "theorist" in my sense of the word.  I know him as someone who has studied the foundations of physics.  He has encouraged others to re-invent E-M theory MATHEMATICALLY by mapping it "to" the Quaternions.  But Bearden himself (insofar as I know) never claims to have done this himself.  Therefore, Bearden's critics should criticize the work of other theorists.

(4). It might be interesting to get an answer to the following challenge put to Ark:  Compare and contrast what is in your own book with what is in the work of Mendel Sachs!

(5).I MYSELF HAVE NOT READ EITHER MAN'S WORK!  But,

(6). I vehemently suspect that Ark may NOT have mapped E-M "to" Q, the QUATERNIONS.  If so, then Ark's negative criticisms of BEARDEN may largely be irrelevant because Ark's own BOOK may not be able to do as much as TEB's THEORY can do in the Mendel Sachs formulation of it.  If I am right, then let us at least hope that Ark will be honest about it.  Let us hope that in such a case, he will at least admit that the mathematics in his book cannot do what Mendel Sachs can do with his own quaternion-based mathematics.  This quaternion-based mathematics represents a mathematical attempt, to "quantify" Bearden's idea.  And you "quantify" Bearden's idea by returning to the basic fundamentals of people like Hamilton, Maxwell, and William Kingdon Clifford.  And the work of all these people was based on quaternions.

(7). Sarfatti, I can not speak on because I do not recall any new theory of his on E-M.  I don't know whether he maps "to" Q (the Quaternions).  If he does not, then his negative criticisms of Bearden may be without merit.  What response would Sarfatti give to the same challenge that I proposed above for Ark?  If Sarfatti does map "to" Q, then it might be interesting to compare and contrast his positive results with those of Mendel Sachs.

(8). Now, for Myron Evans.  Evans (if memory serves) wants his results and those of Mendel Sachs to agree with each other in their respective limits.  If I am right, then it seems to me that the work of Evans supports Bearden.  What then lies behind negative criticisms of Bearden by Evans?

(9). Much of what I say here can be summarized in a couple of homey proverbs: "Honesty, like charity, begins at home" and "People who live in glass houses should not throw stones".

(10). If you are on good terms with these people, Mark, then you might consider passing on to them what I have written above.  It might be interesting to see their reactions.

(11). Do you have any comments of your own?  Is there any reaction from them?  If so, then what?

(s) Paul.
S-523.  from Paul Devine regarding personalities, synchronicities, etc.

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Sat, March 19, 2005 5:56 pm

Subject:   RE "Misc Comments"

Mark,

(1). Thank you for the notice about your Sarfatti_16 document.  And a very informative document it was, too!

(2).  As concerns Jack Sarfatti and Company, I think that you and yours -- in your Sarfatti_16 document -- had the range on JS&Co.  I'm glad you're not letting JS&Co. get you down.  Just remember that there are a lot of people like him out there in the Academy!

(3). As concerns your former college physics professor Richard Treat: It's not NECESSARILY a matter of having an "open mind" alone.  Sarfatti may have been right about Treat.  But your female friend was still right about Treat, also!  Mark, there are any number of ways of explaining Treat's behavior.

(3a).  You caught him at a bad time.  His circumstances had unexpectedly changed at the last minute.  In that case, just ask "Is this a bad time for you?"

(3b). He was afraid of being shown up by you and that you may know more about the subject than he does.  In that case, you could just ask, "Can you help me to re-direct my inquiries?"

(3c). Perhaps --- as you say Sarfatti suggested --- it was a question of National Security for Treat.  He may not have seen you for a long time.  You may not have kept in touch.  He may have had no news of you in the meantime.  For all he knew, you may have been an agent sent out by third parties to provoke trouble.  Again, you might re-assure him to the contrary.  And you might ask him for a re-direct, as in (3b) above.  (After all, you are going to him, first, only as a courtesy.  He should know that.  Therefore, it should not be a problem for him to say, "Mark, I'm not the best person to talk with you about this. Instead, go talk to So-and-So.  Here, I'll help you to make an appointment.")  Under the circumstances, you might get back in touch with him and thank him for talking to you the first time.  And reassure him, and express your appreciation, if (as JS appears to have suggested) Treat was simply trying to spare you trouble.  That might give him a chance to come out in his true colors if, indeed, it really is just a question of an "open mind" in Treat.  And depending on how that encounter works out to that point, you might try again for a fuller interview later on.  But first find out if he's the best person to talk to!

(4). In this connection, I should probably explain a bit more what I meant in the earlier message about how nice these people CAN be.  What I had in mind was you going to people whom you did not know.  That way, your interlocutors should be on their own best behavior since -- for all they know -- your taxes pay their salaries and you may be an agent sent out (by the Oversight&Supervision Subcommittee of the State Legislature) to provoke something, as in (3c) above.  But that may not work with someone you already know -- a former teacher, an authority figure from your earlier life -- for there can be a tendency for them to "Lord it over you" in your later encounters.  And there can be a tendency for you to show them an exaggerated deference, etc. that perhaps they do not deserve.

(5). Jack Sarfatti and his "phone call from the future":  I'm inclined to agree that it was a hoax.  The other call to the other person (Tom Skegss)?  History repeating itself!  Just another practical joke.  After all, you would expect 2 different such people at least to be able to recognize each other, to recognize another recipient of the 'phone call in the other, and to work together for their common future.  And graduate students network:  There's nothing to have kept Grad Student 'A' from talking to Grad Student 'B', and then one of them calls JS, the other one calls the woman (Skeggs' mother).  (Question : Had either JS or the woman done anything to attract attention or publicity -- locally -- before either of these 'phone calls?).  What this really means to me is: (a) How gullible certain people are; (b) How credulous certain people can become; and (c) How some people seem willing to believe just about anything -- especially if it appears to be something good and true and beautiful and if it is about themselves!

(6). In reference to yourself as being in Chemical Engineering:  My impression is that Myron Evans (www.aias.us/ ) has a terminal degree in Chemical Physics.  Are those 2 disciplines close that the two of you could possibly carry on an intelligent conversation?  Or at least, could you understand his printed works?  (He seemed to be publishing a lot in journals of Chemical Physics).

(7). I could relate to your R&D job.  I had that kind of work for 3 years in between sophomore and junior years in college.  I was the only mathematician in places full of electrical engineers!

(8). "... consequently my engineering skills deteriorated over time ..."  I can relate to that!  That was decades ago in my own case.

(9). "I have forgotten all that ... high-school stuff about electron orbits."  You have my empathy!  That kind of thing happens to me all the time!

(10). So you went from nuclear engineering and became a systems programmer?  I knew someone here in Madison who did almost exactly the same thing.  He got a terminal degree in nuclear physics.  For some reason, he was not able to get a job in that field.  And I think he was married by that time. So he ended up becoming a computer programmer.  Got to be quite good at it, too.  But for years his status was a real sore point with him.  He couldn't stand being reminded of the past and of this enforced career-change in his life.  But he seems to have gotten over it, eventually.  He seems well-adjusted, now.

(11). I have a couple of questions:

(11a). You mentioned that "Treat would bring up von Neumann's name before I ever had a chance to talk ... very eerie ..."  Is it apropos of anything in particular that you mention this?  Would it be naive of me to ask, for example, just exactly how is it that  Johnny von Neumann's name enters here?

(11b). "I just want to know what are the simplest models that will enable to scale up machines?"  I suspect I can NOT help you here.  For example, and just out of idle curiosity, what does that mean, in context?

Peace.

(s) Paul.
S-524.  from Ed Halerewicz, Jr. regarding Loop Quantum Gravity vx. Superstrings

From:   "Edward Halerewicz, Jr." <halgravity@yahoo.com>

To:   "Mark" <kram@stealthskater.com>

Date:   Sun, March 20, 2005 3:28 pm

Subject:   Re: SFGate: 'Theory of everything' tying researchers up in knots

--- <kram@stealthskater.com> wrote:

> does this open the door more for modified Loop Quantum Gravity?

>

----------------------------------------------------------------------

>> This article was sent to you by someone who found it on SFGate.  The original article can be found on SFGate.com here:

>> http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?file=/c/a/2005/03/14/MNGRMBOURE1.DTL
No, not a modified LQG.  All that loop quantum gravity really is essentially is a low-energy approximation of string theory.  The reason why I favor LQG over standard string theories is there is minimal experimental support for LQG due to its QFT [Quantum Field Theory] origins, whereas none at all exist for string theory at present.

Having said that, I myself own 3 textbooks dealing with string theory and I am working at on a paper related with string theory at present.  I do, however, feel that string theory has led theorists down the wrong path.  Not because of bad math but because it attempts to blindly meld gravity with QFT.

The reason that string theory fails to predict anything (aside from so far unobservable "sparticals") is that it assumes that QFT and gravity -- as we understand them at present -- are completely ironclad in their validity.  If only one assumption is wrong, then it throws a monkey wrench into the whole concept of string theory.  But I fell that the majority of theorists out there are too busy trying to create a TOE [Theory of Everything] to even realize this point.

-- Edward Halerewicz, Jr. 

Truss Technician/Independent Researcher

http://da_theoretical1.tripod.com/index.htm
S-525.  from Paul Devine regarding Treat's remarks on John von Neumann

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Tue, March 22, 2005 7:43 pm

Subject:   von Neumann

Mark,

(1). I have to admit I still do not understand the role of von Neumann (d. ca. 1957) at all in your account of your interview with Dr. Treat.  I associate von Neumann with A.I.; Game Theory; Linear Programming; Mathematical Economics; and -- while on his deathbed -- giving mathematical assistance to the military; and with the foundations of QM.  (The guy really got around!)  But when I (ca. 1965 to 1970) took my QM, I'm not sure I can recall having heard von Neumann's name mentioned even once.  Von Neumann may have been mentioned not at all.  What does this have to do with you and Treat, if I am not betraying my ignorance by asking?

(2). Speaking of von Neumann:  The "Gro(e)teschele" character in the 1962 Eugene Burdick novel "FAIL SAFE" (made into a 1964 Henry Fonda vehicle, with Walter Matthau playing the "G_e" role) is based on von Neumann.  See Chapter 5 ("The Flayed Bull": Prof. G. makes his entry on p.86 of the hardcover 1962 Dell edition.  (Henry Kissinger makes what may be his first appearance in print, by name, on the same page, in the context of advocating for "pre-emptive war").  One of the things that (Prof. G.) / (von Neumann) does is to call for the initiation by the American President of an un-provoked nuclear strike on Russia.  According to Sen. Ted Kennedy, it was at least in part for Pres. Kennedy's own refusal to do such a thing that he was murdered in 1963 in Dallas.  See "Overthrow of the American Republic Part 43" -- involving the (autumn, 2003) meeting between Daddy Bush and Ted Kennedy -- under http://www.skolnicksreport.com/ (Sherman H. Skolnick's WS ) at  

http://www.skolnicksreport.com/ootar43.html .

Peace.

(s) Paul.

S-526.  from Ed Halerewicz, Jr. regarding using Mercury Plasma

From:   "Edward Halerewicz, Jr." <halgravity@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Tue, March 22, 2005 8:08 pm

Subject:   Re: another outfit is using 'mercury plasma'

--- kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

> 

> It looks like the "mercury plasma" thing may not be dead.  Tim Ventura is reporting that GCT of Hungary is pursuing it => http://www.americanantigravity.com/gct-2005.shtml (their homepage is at => http://www.gctspace.com/main.html .  I have some of it archived at http://www.stealthskater.com/UFO.htm#GCT ).  Their design looks like Lazar's 'Sport Model'.  I thought they were looking into the "ORMES/ORMUS" stuff but maybe they have had a change in direction.

>

> This is the outfit that Joe Firmage partially funded after he quit supporting ISSO.  I think it ticked Sarfatti off as he was being paid by Joe through ISSO.  So Jack has gone out of his way to find every 'i' that is undotted and every 't' that is not crossed to dis Joe.   (I can't figure out why he continues to instigate fights with Puthoff & Haisch.  It has to be a personal vendetta, it seems.)

> 

> If there really is something the Hg plasma, it would seem that GCT's craft would be a more logical way to circulate it than the sharp-angled Black Triangles (BTs).  I never could figure out the reason for the latter's configuration (to say nothing of the "lights" at the 3 corners plus the center light).  Tom Skeggs' prototype looks like that.  (Tom seems to be pretty busy since his spare parts came in.  His latest prototype will be within the ElectroDynamic "enhancements" he will ad later.  progress report at => http://www.ftadefiance.org/ .  I noticed that he has added a "copyright" to some of the pages now.)

> 

> Tom brought up an interesting conjecture.  He wondered if Maurer's 1981 UFO could not have been a holographic projection test.  Being that far back in time, I wouldn't think so.  But not so about the BTs.  How easy would it be to project a convincing holograph at nighttime of a large BT?  I know a few governments have that capability, but they report that its use would not fool a "sophisticated" enemy.

GCT tries all the alt crap, I guess.  That's why the Patent Office only considers working models.

-- Edward Halerewicz, Jr. 

Truss Technician/Independent Researcher

http://da_theoretical1.tripod.com/index.htm
S-527.  from Paul Devine regarding more on Treat & von Neumann

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Wed, March 23, 2005 11:38 pm

Subject:   von Neumann and Treat

Mark,

(1). Granted that von Neumann initiated the Montauk Project, why did you seem surprised that Treat would bring up von Neumann's name in your appointment?  You haven't told me very much about the detailed background of your appointment.  But if someone raised the subject of Montauk with me, then -- knowing what you just wrote me in your message -- I would probably do the same thing Treat did and "take the bull by the horns" -- to use your own phrase -- and bring von Neumann's name into the discussion on my own initiative from the very outset.  If these are the facts of your case, then why does it surprise you that Treat acted as he did?  Or is there something I do not know, that maybe I should know?

(2). What puzzles me is that given that Treat either doesn't believe in any of this -- or that the Montauk Project involves issues of National Security -- or both -- then why-on-earth did Treat ever agree to the appointment in the first place?!  It's customary in making an appointment to pre-specify in advance the subject matter of the meeting.  But if Treat knew in advance how he was going to have to act, then why-on-earth did he just not decline to meet you in the first place?

(3). If memory serves, people with clearances in a subject-matter are required to report conversations with outsiders involving the subject-matter.  This could get your name on the list of some third-party, whose identity you would never learn. And who knows what said third-party might do to you in the future?  Maybe Treat was trying to spare you that …

Comment?

(s) Paul.

S-528.  from Tim Butler regarding the Dulce rumors

From :  tim butler <spelolurker@msn.com> 

To :  <stealthskaters@hotmail.com> 

Sent :  Thursday, March 24, 2005 2:16 AM 

I saw you listed the "Dulce incident".  This is a well-documented hoax conducted by the CIA on a poor resident of New Mexico.  It included many so-called transmissions to the researcher's so-called alien receiver manufactured by the researcher.  This case is sad but in no way any kind of evidence of UFOs but of Government deception.

Please read the book Alien Agenda by Jim Marrs.  Please fix this reference.  It is very misleading.  It's good myth but not good information for future researchers!  Otherwise the rest of your site is pretty good!

I live 40 miles from Dulce.  It appears on a nuclear strike map [that I] saw in the Federal Building in Carsbad, NM while there for caving.  Dulce has-or-had nuclear missiles which is why it was on that Soviet strike map.  The last thing that town has is a UFO base!  lol.

I have a extensive original Southwest UFO book collection and have observed 2 separate unidentified craft (more likely military UAVS) in New Mexico and in Durango, Colorado where I live.

PLEASE FIX THIS INFO

EMAIL ME IF HAVE QUESTIONS. 

oh ya,  the CIA has been infiltrated and deceiving UFO groups and researchers since 1949!  Read up!
S-529.  from Paul Devine regarding the "Retired Teacher Syndrome"

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

Date:   Fri, March 25, 2005 8:39 pm

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Subject:   Prof. Treat and the "Retired Teacher Syndrome" as I call it.

Mark,

(1). I should have been more alert when you first told me Dr. Treat was "Emeritus" (which meant 'retired').

(2). I have my own horror stories that I could share with you concerning former teachers whom I crossed paths with after they retired.  I call it the "Retired Teacher Syndrome."  But I shall spare you.

(3). Look at it this way.  At least he showed up for even one single appointment albeit 45 minutes late, by which time he probably thought you would have left having gotten tired of waiting.

(3). He meant what he said about he "still had to cut the grass".  It was more important to him than talking to you.  That's just the way they can get after they retire.

(4). He may well have meant what he said about no longer interesting himself in superstrings or "whatever".  Many of them change interests completely after they retire.  I remember a retired professor of astronomy who -- upon his retirement -- took up archaeology and became an antiquarian!  (He would not have anything to do with ME, either!)

(5). This needn't be any classic "Unsolved Mystery" at all!

(6). Sure!  It's possible he had done something like Kundalini yoga, which notoriously can increase one's mental powers.  But then, some people are born psychics, also.  Either way, other people -- who knew Treat -- would probably have similar stories to tell.

(7). It's also possible that it was nothing but coincidence.

(8). Of course, if he did have links to the intelligence community, then it is also possible that they were set on you after you had made your appointment.  In that case, if Johnny von Neumann had bulked large in your PUBLIC life, then it is quite likely that an investigation of you would turn up that fact.  And then, Treat -- informed -- could open his end of the interview as he did.  (Question : Had you been vocal or public about von Neumann, etc. at ANY time in your life, even -- and especially -- as a student, BEFORE your appointment with Treat?)

(9). Of course -- all other factors being equal -- that doesn't say much for a teacher who would be involved in intelligence agencies spying on a former student of the teacher!  But teachers spy on current, ongoing students. (It happened when I was in Champaign-Urbana!)  So, who really knows?

(10). Anyway, if this last is how he did it, then follow your friend Kim's advice and find someone else --- someone you do not know, someone who was never your teacher, someone who is a total stranger to you.  Also, tell him what you want to talk about beforehand, and ask him to help you find someone who will talk with you.  And don't let him know or find out about Treat, either directly or even indirectly! Then my  "pro bono" advice should work.

(s) Paul.

S-530.  from Paul Devine regarding Neutrinos

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Sat, March 26, 2005 6:30 pm

Subject:   A Neutrino Agnostic

Mark,

(1). Unfortunately, I do not know enough about neutrinos to be qualified to have an opinion on the subject-matter of such things as that e-mail, or of such sites as Rex Webb's neutrino science WS or of your own Chica_1 document.

(3). In fact, I am still agnostic on the subject of neutrinos.  You are right in saying that they were invented in order to balance the energy ledger.  Unfortunately, the effect of introducing them into theory was to replace a measure-able gap with something un-measurable to fill the gap!  And -- as someone (Fermi?, Pauli?) pointed out -- this kind of behavior is not exactly the essence of good science (in paraphrase).

(4). A maverick German physicist thought so, too.  I don't remember his name.  But, he thought that at least some of the key experimental observations could be otherwise explained on the basis of known physics.  I don't know if his theory can explain ALL the anomalies.  But I do not know that his alternative explanation has ever been disposed of, either.  And so, right at the moment, I am in "wait-and-see" mode.  This man's work was published in a magazine called FUSION.  I don't remember the exact year.  But the approximate period of time would be ca.1975-1985.

(5). I did use neutrinos -- as a mathematical artifice -- in my universe model-building work: the arithmetic called for a cube root at one point.  And by invoking neutrinos, I could get an exact total of one thousand million as the number whose cube root needed to be extracted.  Without neutrinos, the number would have been about four hundred million.  And one thousand -- the cube root of a thousand million -- is so much easier to work with than the cube root of four hundred!  (This has to do with the so-called "cosmic entropy", in case you care.)  But this was not an act of faith in neutrinos on my part.  It was just an arithmetical convenience.  I should not have materially affected the outcome of the work.

(s) Paul.

S-531.  from Paul Devine regarding Ramanujan

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

Date:   Sun, March 27, 2005 6:55 pm

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Subject:   Yours to me RE neutrinos

Mark,

In no particular order:

(1). Comments from physicists that neutrinos had been hypothesized for years before they were ever discovered is at best only half-relevant.  Even today they have been able not to discover the neutrino, but at best only to "semi-verify" the hypothesis.  But it is quite true that the existence of the neutrino had been posited as an hypothesis (by Fermi)  -- not just for years, but even for DECADES -- before there was obtained the earliest of the positive experimental results in support of the hypothesis.  (This delay was the basis of Wolfgang Pauli's jest about closing an otherwise uncloseable gap with something that cannot be discovered, and about how such a procedure is not exactly the World's "greatest science!")

(2). RE the "self-taught" Ramanujan:  Don't mess with him, boy!  Your "super-mathematician" adjective does not under-state the case with him.  The Indian Goddess of Truth used to appear to him in his dreams with the formulas presented -- already worked-out -- on a blackboard.  Unusually, Ramanujan was able to remember his dreams in the waking state.  Even more unusually, he could recall the formulas in detail.  The formulas turned out to be derivable.  And they invariably turned out to be correct!  There's "self-taught" … and then there's "Goddess-taught"!

(4). re Prof. Treat & sophomore physics:  He didn't have any small reputation, then, for "mind-reading" before your famous appointment with him, did he?  For startling people by saying out loud to them what they had been thinking about or what they themselves were just about to say?  He didn't harp on Montauk and on Johnny von Neumann, etc. by any chance?

(s) Paul.
S-532.  from Ed Halerewicz, Jr. regarding neutrinos and anti-gravity

From:   "Edward Halerewicz, Jr." <halgravity@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Sun, March 27, 2005 4:04 pm 

Subject:   Re: neutrinos and anti-gravity?

--- kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

> Hey Ed --

> 

> UNITEL's aerospace stuff seemed always based upon projecting light to create some sort of gravity anomaly that would attract the craft in whatever direction the laser was aimed.  You explained it to me better than Maurer ever did when you aid to think of it as "a tractor beam in reverse".  It seems that their Macroscopic Quantum Tunneling and quantum computer applications are separate from this.  But maybe not ...

> 

> Anyway, once I forwarded Larry an interview of Bob Beckwith by Chica Bruce on his ideas of a neutrino vortex.  Beckwith is a celebrated engineer with scores of patents for equipment used by the US Navy.  (see => http://www.stealthskater.com/PX.htm#Chica )  I was surprised that Larry seemed VERY interested in this and forwarded parts of it to Prof. Minami in Japan.  I don't know how neutrinos are connected with laser photons.  But Larry must have seen something that eluded me.

> 

> Well, there seems to be more to the neutrino story.  I can't figure it out.  Neutrinos are just almost zero-mass particles that don't interact with anything.  The only use I can see for them is to complete the energy balance equations for the models that scientists have developed for nuclear reactions.  But a Dr. Rex Webb seems to think there is a lot more.

> 

> Check out his site at => http://www.neutrinoscience.com .  He appears to be a professional electronics engineer.  Like Beckwith and the father of Phillip Taylor Kramer.  When you <click> on the different pages of his site, frequently you get prompted for a name/password.  He seems to have a BIG grudge against the law enforcement community.  But not the military.

> 

> It may be another "alt science" of "free enrgy" site.  But the subject of neutrinos and anti-gravity just reminded me of Larry's knee-jerk quick e-mail to Minami.  Maybe you can share some of this guy's rantings against the established scientific community if you <click> on his "Bio?Thoughts" section.  He wrote that in a typical government research facility, one can see 50 PhDs working on a project.  But only 1-or-2 of them understand the concepts.  And the rest just apply what they learned from books.

> 

> I thought you might find his rantings humorous if not his science.  I liked his quote in his "Contact" section:  "Have Rope and Tree For Stupid People".
> 

> Before closing, let me mention that my friend Mike D'Agostino ("MangoMike") met Bob Beckwith at a UFO conference once.  Some of his reactions can be read from the above <Chica> link.  It seems that many people who have had a momentus encounter with a UFO inevitably seek out others for comfort, answers, whatever.  Larry did the same when he met Steven Greer at a similar conference.  Something almost "life-shattering" must have happened to these people or they wouldn't have taken such bold steps which might (and probably DID) damage their professional reputations.

> 

> All for now --

> -- Mark
Well, neutrinos were predicted along with antimatter due to the Dirac equation, meaning "little neutral one" from its lack of charge.  You are correct in that their importance was to explain away missing energy in nuclear reactions.  Not too long ago, there was problem called the Solar neutrino problem where earth detectors only picked up half of the  neutrinos emitted by the Sun.  The explanation for this was found to be because neutrinos had a small non-zero mass.  It is interesting in that there is a mass decay between the Sun and us, which in the Standard Model of particle physics is caused by what is called a "flavor change", although the Standard Model fails to explain how neutrinos can change their "flavor" so there is some unknown physics there.  But as for anti-gravity, I very much doubt.  A synopsis of neutrino data is posted here:

http://hitoshi.berkeley.edu/neutrino/neutrino4.html
The only thing remotely like antigravity would be a string theory interpretation which is mentioned at the URL above.  In string theory, gravity is stronger in higher dimensions.  Some have argued that the reason neutrinos are weakly interacting is because they can move in that extra dimension.  I doubt this myself, but it is a real theory which is out there.

Same reason that I doubt that Webb really knows anything about neutrinos.  But I agree with him on the fact that Asians tend to follow science for Science sake than say political motivations.  And on the fact that the FL courts should not be starving that poor woman -- there is a difference between pulling a plug and starving someone to death!

-- Edward Halerewicz, Jr. 

Truss Technician/Independent Researcher

http://da_theoretical1.tripod.com/index.htm
S-533.  from Paul Devine regarding personal reactions after the Dr. Treat meeting

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

Date:   Mon, March 28, 2005 8:51 pm

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Subject:   Of Treat and Agnosticism

Mark,

(1). "...I can't believe he didn't remember me."
Mark, he DID remember you!  This is just the retirement syndrome!  They say things like that as a way of breaking with the past and as a way of not arousing expectations in you -- sort of like saying they have other and higher priorities now.  Priorities can be relative to time and place and circumstance.  And circumstances can change cases.  You just took him too literally!

(2).  My own retired thesis advisor wrote me a very distant, detached, aloof note as if he, too, was trying to remember who I was but wasn't quite sure.  It was a "role" he was "playing"!  I had solved for him a research problem that had been outstanding for the better part of a century (or so he claimed)!  OF COURSE he remembered who I was!

(3). Prof Treat's "mind-reading" could have been a failed attempt on his part to suppress his liking for you. This "mind-reading" often comes between people who are "sympatico" and who like each other.  But some people can also be uncomfortable with their emotions and feelings.

(4). Of Treat's "mind-reading" ability: Celebrate his ability, if that is what it was, if there was nothing more to it than that.  I've had that happen to me.  People say what I was thinking or what I was just about to say.  It's no big deal.  I just say "You read my mind!  What are you?  A mind-reader?  You took the words right out of my mouth, what I was just about to say or to bring up or to ask you!"  Look at it this way: Their success is mine and what one person accomplishes, all the rest of us share in.

(s) Paul.

S-534.  from Paul Devine regarding misc.

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Sun, April 3, 2005 6:33 pm 

Subject:   Fwd: Preview for program to catch up on unfinished business

Mark,

The recent lull in the action has given me a chance to get caught up on some unfinished back business in our correspondence.  I have made a number of statements to you that either seemed so outre that I thought I should offer some kind of authority for what I was saying.  Either that or else I left some loose ends and/or more detail might be called for.  These topics, so far, come under the following headings (in no particular order):

(1) Why a UFT between electromagnetism and gravitation seems premature to me now;

(2). Some authorities for the statement that "You can generalize directly from a 2x2 matrix to the Fundamental Equation of Albert Einstein's General Theory of Relativity";

(3). Your "Magnetized light" e-mail to me, in which was forwarded a mention of the 1977 experiment which I associated with the "Inverse Faraday Effect" as it is called;

(4). Sources for the statement that from GRC you can get to a UFT (in relation to Maxwell's classical electromagnetism)only via quaternions;

(5). Why I am down on Myron Evans for what it seems to me are his unfair and negative criticisms of TEB.

I've got some material worked up on each of these points.  And I intend to forward it to you soon ('tho' not necessarily in the above order), while this lull lasts.

'Til later.

(s) Paul.
S-535.  from Paul Devine regarding Black Holes

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

Date:   Mon, April 4, 2005 10:38 pm

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Subject:   The Black Holes forward.

Mark,

Thanks for the forward about Black holes.  They had the same article posted last Saturday under the stories at 'Coast-to-Coast AM' where I read it.  I think my cosmology mentor -- the late G.C. McVittie -- would probably have agreed with the thesis of the article that black holes do NOT exist.  I can still remember the lecture he gave when that subject came up.  He seemed, at best, skeptical of their existence with the properties traditionally assigned to them.  His argument -- a mathematical one -- was at best inconclusive, however.

(s) Paul.

S-536.  from Paul Devine regarding the "Inverse Faraday Effect"

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Mon, April 4, 2005 10:56 pm 

Subject:   Fwd: Magnetized Light, the Inverse Faraday Effect, and Myron Evans.

Mark,

This e-mail re-visits the subject of the so-called "Inverse Faraday Effect" in relation to your (08-III-'05) " 'Magnetized' Light" e-mail to me and my (13-III-'05) response to you.  In the latter, I said that I associated the experiment of your e-mail with what I know under the "Inverse Faraday Effect" rubric.  I said that I could not locate the comments of Myron Evans on this Effect at the moment.  At the time, I remembered these comments by Evans as being on his aias.us WS, and thought that I just could not find them.

In fact, I never did find them there. They are probably on the AIAS WS somewhere. But I eventually found some comments by Evans concerning the Effect on Bearden's WS at http://www.cheniere.org/references/inversefaraday.htm under the title "The Inverse Faraday Effect by Dr. Myron Evans --- AIAS Director".

In what follows, I summarize, as best I can, the relevant portions of the Evans paper, in relation to the content of your e-mail to me.  Well, to make a long story short, I was wrong to identify the experiment of your e-mail with the so-called Inverse Faraday Effect.  This latter Effect was first discovered (1965) in liquids at Harvard.   However, the Effect does evidently involve "magnetization by circularly polarized radiation".  Myron Evans (1992) deduced therefrom the B(3) field, as Evans calls it, and if I understand aright what he has written at the address above.  Evans seems to consider this B(3) field to be the basis of the unification of electromagnetism and gravity, if I am reading him right.  But remember that Evans has his own critics also.

Further research is called for!  FYI.

(s) Paul.

S-537.  from Paul Devine regarding Myron Evans vs. Tom Bearden

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Mon, April 4, 2005 10:57 pm

Subject:   Fwd: Myron Evans wants his own math -- and that of Mendel Sachs -- to agree in the limit.

Mark,

(1). I object to what appears to me to be the attitude of Myron Evans towards Tom Bearden. 

(2). On the one hand, Evans criticizes negatively the "meaningless verbiage" of a Tom Bearden and appears to think that Bearden is wrong.

(3). Yet, when Mr. Mendel Sachs tries to quantify and mathematize Bearden's work, Evans wants his own mathematical results to go over into the mathematical results of Sachs in the limit. 

(4). For the truth of this last statement, see the un-dated document by Evans, "The Link Between the Sachs and O(3) Theories of Electrodynamics", online at

http://www.cheniere.org/references/sachs03.pdf  in 26 pages.

(5). And Evans --- insofar as I am aware --- never attacks Sachs!

(6). And, yet, Bearden and Sachs would appear to me to be more-or-less equivalent : to endorse one, should be to endorse the other ; while to condemn the other would evidently be to condemn the one.  (Unless there is something that I do not know!  Is there?)

(7). Therefore, I have some issues with what appears to me to be a constantly negative criticism of Bearden by Evans.

(s) Paul.

S-538.  from Paul Devine regarding reconciling Relativity with Quaternions

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Mon, April 4, 2005 11:00 pm

Subject:   Fwd: That mapping to the Quaternions is NAS to include CLEM and GRC

Mark,

(1). In an earlier e-mail, I argued that FUT (Field Unification Theory) begins with re-doing Classical General Relativity and Cosmology (CLGRC) by mapping to the Quaternions.

(2). I argue that it is necessary and sufficient (NAS) --- for the goal of field unification (FU) between Maxwell and Einstein --- to obtain a quaternionic generalization of Maxwell's classical electromagnetic field equations (CLEM).

(3). I argue that it is theoretically necessary to do so.

(4). And I also argue that it is observationally or experimentally sufficient to do so.

(5). The rest of this message is in 2 parts.  Part I will show the observational or experimental sufficiency of invoking quaternions.  Part II will show that it is theoretically necessary to do so.

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

PART I: THAT INVOKING QUATERNIONS IS SUFFICIENT TO EXPLAIN SOME EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS ACHIEVED OR OBSERVED BY TESLA.  This follows from the following paper : Barrett, T.W., (1991), "TESLA'S NONLINEAR OSCILLATOR-SHUTTLE-CIRCUIT (OSC) THEORY compared with linear, nonlinear feedback and nonlinear - element electrical engineering circuit theory", ANNALES DE LA FONDATION LOUIS DE BROGLIE, Vol. 16, no. 1 (1991), online at http://www.cheniere.org/references/TeslaOSC.pdf in 19 pages.  See inter alia: the English-language resume ; as well as the penultimate paragraph of section I ("Introduction").

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

PART II. THAT INVOKING QUATERNIONS IS THEORETICALLY NECESSARY IN 

ORDER TO INCLUDE CLEM IN CLGRC.

(IIa). That this is so follows from the topological Pontrjagin Theorem, as enunciated by Mendel Sachs.  Consider two sections in Sachs,Mendel, (2002),"SYMMETRY IN ELECTRODYNAMICS : From Special to General Relativity Macro to Quantum Domains", online in 2 places at http://www.cheniere.org/references/Symmetry_in_Electrodynamics.pdf, and at http://www.compukol.com/mendel/articles/Symmetry_in_Electrodynamics.doc.

(IIb). The two sections in question are Section 3 ("Factorization of Maxwell's Equations to a Spinor Form"), and Section 4 ("Extension of Electromagnetic Field Theory to General Relativity").

(IIc). Section 3 sets the stage for Section 4, which contains the Pontrjagin Theorem.

(IId). In Section 3, Sachs uses the method of Dirac to obtain a quaternionic generalization of Maxwell's equations, in the form of an irreducible 16-parameter Lie group (denoted by E, and called the Einstein Group, by Sachs).  In this Einstein Group, E, six (6) parameters represent, or correspond to, CLEM.  This leaves the remaining ten (10) parameters for a Relativistic Theory of Gravitation.

(IIe). The Pontrjagin Theorem itself is in section 4, sub-section "A Mathematical Diversion on the Nature of E --- Pontrjagin's Theorem", with reference 22 cited therein. Sachs, in this section 4, uses the Pontrjagin Theorem, to show how and why it is necessary to invoke Quaternions in any theory of electricity and magnetism competently unified with Albert Einstein's classical theory of general relativity and cosmology.  See the paper itself for details.

(s) Paul.

S-539.  from Paul Devine regarding details on generalizing a 2x2 matrix to the Relativity tensor

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Mon, April 4, 2005 11:03 pm

Subject:   Fwd: Sources for generalizing from a 2x2 matrix to GRC

Mark,

(1). In an earlier e-mail, I mentioned that -- believe it or not! -- it is possible to generalize from a 2x2 matrix to the fundamental tensor equation of Albert Einstein's General Theory of Relativity.  This is such an astounding statement that I thought I should provide some sources for the statement.  Two of them are as follows:

(2) Shaw, James Byrnie, (1922), "General Vector Calculus", Transactions  of the American Mathematical Society; vol.24,no.3 (Oct.,1922),p.195-244.

(3) Rainich,G. Y., (1950), MATHEMATICS OF RELATIVITY (Wiley & Sons): sections 20-22 (pp.101-113) ex Chapter 4 ("Curved Space").  I might  mention in passing that Geometrodynamics is linked to and builds on the work of Rainich.  See in Wheeler, J.A., (1962), GEOMETRODYNAMICS (Academic Press), Chapter III ("Classical Physics as Geometry"): note (3) on p.228 ; section "2.Rainich's already unified field theory; . .. .", especially sub-sections 2'4. to 2'5 , pp.243 - 253.

(s) Paul.
S-540.  from Ed Halerewicz, Jr. regarding existence of black holes

From:   "Edward Halerewicz, Jr." <halgravity@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Mon, April 4, 2005 6:42 pm

Subject:   Re: Black holes 'do not exist'

--- kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

>> news@nature.com article: 

>> Black holes 'do not exist'

>> 

>> The address is: http://www.nature.com/news/2005/050328/full/050328-8.html
> 

> This is the guy that I wrote to you before -- the one who Sarfatti says "whatever you say, George, you're the expert on these matters!"

Does not surprise me actually.  I just read a draft article by a NASA engineer in which he suggests something similar.  He phrased that in brane Relativity, a black hole would appear to repulse matter in an extended dimension.  I even have come to the conclusion that I shared with you before (at least by my web page link) that I think there is a connection between Dark Energy and warp drives.  There seems to be full frontal attack on General Relativity now.  At least by researchers who are not dependent on that theory for their salary.

-- Edward Halerewicz, Jr. 

Truss Technician/Independent Researcher

http://da_theoretical1.tripod.com/index.htm
S-541.  from Mack Shelton regarding his former "Quest For Truth" (P-X) website

From:  Mack Shelton Jr. <mack_sheltonjr@excite.com>

To :  stealthskaters@hotmail.com, KRAM@stealthskater.com

Sent :  Tuesday, April 5, 2005 1:18 AM

Subject :  Quest-for-Truth (The P-X)

Hello,

I want to thank you for preserving my website content.  After Geocities was bought out by Yahoo! (aka 'Yahell' by some), the password was lost and soon the whole website.

I had researched this project for several years beginning when I was in the Navy, serving aboard the USS-Semmes (DDG-18) out of Charleston, SC.  My research grew more-and-more intense during college and I learned a great deal about math, the Navy, the CIA, and a lot of other things and people like Einstein and Tesla.  As I was about to add more to my site, it "disappeared" like the Eldrige was supposed to have done in 1943.  The truth of the matter was that the site was deleted by Geocities/Yahoo.  And the Eldrige was sold to Greece and renamed the Leon (Lion), and then sold as scrap a few years ago without ever having disappeared as some researchers have said.

This information you have saved from certain oblivion will appear again on my new website: http://madwriter004.bravehost.com/ 

But don't take my word for it.  Do you own work, your own thinking, and read all the info out there.  And above all, beware of those so-called researchers who are out for the money.

Thanks again!

Mack W. Shelton, Jr. (Author)

S-542.  from Mack Shelton regarding his current status

From :  Mack Shelton Jr. <mack_sheltonjr@excite.com>

To :  stealthskaters@hotmail.com

Sent :  Tuesday, April 5, 2005 10:44 PM

Subject :  RE: Quest-for-Truth .... I remember you!

Hi Mark!

Have we met in person?  I went to Charleston a lot when I lived in Portsmouth, Ohio.  I'm in California now.  Anyway, as soon as I downloaded the site, book-marked it, and copied it in various names, I added some more info to the ending.  I also was up past midnight working on my new site and adding the QFT pages (4 of them) to my site.  I appreciate you doing this to so many websites.  A lot of the great ones have vanished.

As far as my involvement in the PX, I've let the thing rest for now.  I'm working on my second book called "'Do You Work Here?' The Joys and Dreads of Customer Service".  My first book is listed on Amazon called "Circles of Management: A True Story of the Ins and Outs, Ups and Downs of Running a Camera Store".  Got a script in the works that is shooting this month called "Just One More Job" and another book that will be a SCI-FI/Fantasy.  So, I'm still writing and researching things.

Yes, I would like a copy of the site.

Mack Shelton

[address deleted by StealthSkater]

Studio City, CA 91604

Take Care!

Mack
S-543.  from Ed Halerewicz, Jr. regarding George Chapline's new black hole model

From:   "Edward Halerewicz, Jr." <halgravity@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Sat, April 9, 2005 4:50 pm

Subject:   Re: is Chapline changing his tune?

--- kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

> Ed --

> 

> Chapline is the same person who was promoting the idea of "Gravasatars" as being black holes rather than an infinitely dense/small singularity.  I don't know if "dark energy" is what he conjectured a "gravastar" to be.  I'm guessing it wasn't.

> 

> Jack has been saying all along that it was the curvature of dark energy (a 'positive' or 'negative', I can't remember which) that was responsible for UFO warp drives.  He said that Hal thought he understood metric engineering but that he really didn't (in Jack's opinion).  So I don't know if George's assertion will give Jack more impetus.

> 

> I guess LQG allows for dark energy?  If s-particles are akin to dark matter, can the upgraded CERN also detect signs of dark energy?

> 

> -- Mark
Well, the "gravastar" idea fell flat on its face.  It would appear that the Dark Energy star is an alternative idea based upon the same concept that black holes are non-existent.  I read his article.  I find it a bit absurd.  He states that singularities can not exist because of Quantum Mechanics.  He's right -- every Relativist will tell you that!  The only problem with his idea is that it doesn't seem to predict where or exactly how GR fails.  Just that it should.

Well, (a) that's common-sense and (b) he makes uses an analogy to condense matter which is not ironclad.  You can simulate a black hole using condensed matter physics.  They are even called acoustic black holes, but they differ greatly from their General Relativity cousins according to Matt Visser.

I know Jack's dark energy UFO stance.  He has told me as much.  But I really think his use of the idea stems from the use of tachyons.  I bet his line-of-thinking is that UFOs go faster-than-light.  And so do tachyons.  Therefore they must be the same having negative mass even though no one has ever seen one.  Then astronomers find a mysterious form of energy called 'dark energy'.  Then Jack goes "SEE! I WAS RIGHT!" when the two are not even related.  So I would imagine Jack will take this and go "see, I was right again!" and we have again a new definition for dark energy.  As for Hal, he doesn't metric engineer.  He vacuum engineers in order to simulate metric engineering.  From that, the only way to truly metric engineer is to affect the orbits of a binary neutron star system.  The last time I checked, only the Q-continuum (from Star Trek) had that ability.

LQG would not allow for dark energy any more than GR globally.  There are some theories that dark matter could be a type of s-particle.  Even if so, they would not interact electromagnetically so CERN would not be able to detect it.  At best, a mass loss may be realized though if so it would probably be taken as an "escaping graviton".

-- Edward Halerewicz, Jr. 

Truss Technician/Independent Researcher

http://da_theoretical1.tripod.com/index.htm
S-544.  from Paul Devine regarding all the Invariants and Covariants of the general P3, P4

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Sun, April 10, 2005 6:26 pm

Subject:   All the In-variants and Co-variants of the general ( P3, P4 ).

To whom it may concern :

(1).  Attached are a handwritten copy of all the invariants and covariants of the general binary cubic and quartic forms.  These forms derive from ordinary cubic and quartic polynomials or equations in a single variable.  The general cubic polynomial in a single variable is denoted by P3.  The general quartic polynomial in a single variable is denoted by the symbol P4.  The number after the 'P' refers to the highest power of the single variable in the polynomial expression.  Therefore the heading of the attached document refers to the general P3 and to the general P4 -- as a "shorthand" -- so as not to have to write out  " ... binary form" repeatedly.

(2). For the record, the equations have the following source, Timmerding, H. E., (1910), "Invariantentheorie", Kapitel (Chapter) V, pp.358-420, in Pascal, E., (1910), REPERTORIUM DER HOEHEREN MATHEMATIK ... (Teubner,1910).  The specific formulas in question come from Section 1, pages 361 -363 (P3), and pages 363-366 (P4).

(3). The background and context for the attached is the following :

(3a). Albert Einstein originally called General Relativity Theory "the Theory of Invariants".  In terms of Invariant Theory, what Einstein did was to create -- as a law of Nature (using tensors) -- the invariant for the binary quadratic form corresponding to P2, the general quadratic equation (in a single variable).  This corresponded to the algebraic equivalent (under Transform Theory) of an ordinary linear, second order differential equation --- in fact, the ordinary law of motion of a falling body or of the parabolic orbit or course of a projectile under the influence of gravity.

(3b). The proper procedure  ... to generalize his idea -- so as to be able to include electro-magnetism correctly ...-- would be to find the equation of motion of a charged particle in a plasma.  This can lead (even without worrying about explicit temperature dependence!) to a second mixed partial ... with respect to a space-like coordinate, and with respect to the time-like coordinate, separately.  Ed Witten seems to have dealt with this problem (as in fact did I myself) by treating the second-order mixed partial as a defective cubic.  This is the genesis of the P3 in the attached. The P4 was thrown in just on general principles -- for completeness -- because it was there to be included.  (It may be needed someday!)

(3c). Einstein was lucky!  The general P2 has only a single invariant -- itself.  But look at the number of mathematical objects that result --- four (4) of them --- just for P3 alone!  And look at how complicated they are --- especially by comparison with the simplicity of the quadratic equation Einstein studied!  And look at what Albert Einstein did with the physics corresponding to just a single such mathematical object!

(4). There is surely a great deal of undiscovered physics lying behind-and-under the mathematical objects  corresponding to the general P3 as above!

(5). We have already been working on the mere quadratic equation for nearly a century!  And there is no apparent end in sigh !  How much more time will it take to discover all the mysteries of the physics that lies behind -- and under -- the equation of motion of an elementary charged particle in a plasma with an explicit temperature dependence?  And how much time will it take us even to begin the search?

(s) Paul Devine.

S-545.  from Paul Devine regarding more of the Invariants and Covariants of the general P3, P4

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Mon, April 11, 2005 3:47 pm

Subject:   To catch up on unfinished business (cont'd.).

Mark,

(1). Thank you for keeping in touch since last hearing from me.

(2). My last messages to you were 3 parts of what I had originally projected to be a 5-part sending.  I have since realized that I am going to need at least one more part before the series will be finished -- even over and above the complications provided by what follows.

(3). In order to finish my program, it has been necessary to learn scanning and blind copying.  Unfortunately, the software (including the Yahoo "blind copy" option) doesn't seem to be cooperating with me.  So I am going to send -- to yourself alone in 2 separate messages -- what I had hoped to keep inside a single message from my original program.  One message will be in regular format like this one.  The other -- originally intended as the attachment, mentioned in the first message -- will if all goes well be a scanned, handwritten document in pdf format.  (I suspect that these may be easy things for  a certain mainframe computer programmer to deal with.  But they are an acquired skill for some of the rest of us late-starters! ).  Both sendings will have the symbols 'P3' and 'P4' in their titles or subject-lines.

(4). Because of the confusion and delay, I will send a summary message, after all is said and done, showing the correspondence between what you actually get, and my original list, with the extra material left off that original mailing.

(5). Stay tuned.

(s) Paul. 

S-546.  from Paul Devine regarding motion of a charged particle in a plasma

From:   "paul devine" <grandfatherpaul@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Sun, April 17, 2005 1:50 pm

Subject:   Why begin with a law of motion?

Mark,

The approach to Field Unification Theory -- that I advocate with you -- is to begin with the Equation of Motion and then to generalize that.  Why?  Two (2) reasons:

(1). The test of Unified Field Theories in the past has been.  Do they recover the equation for the Law of Motion of a charged particle in an electromagnetic field?  In other words, a valid UFT will demonstrate its validity by generating a law of motion.  And we already know that law of motion.

(2). Albert Einstein demonstrated (1929) that it is possible to begin with a law of motion and then develop the General Theory of Relativity.  THEREFORE, if you must end with an equation of motion, why not begin with the equation of motion of a charged particle in a plasma?

That is the approach I advocate.

(s) Paul.

S-547.  from Ed Halerewicz, Jr.  regarding early EM mathematical formulations

From :  Edward Halerewicz, Jr. <halgravity@yahoo.com>

To :  StealthSkater <stealthskaters@hotmail.com>

Sent :  Thursday, April 14, 2005 10:39 PM

Subject :  Re: Skeggs found an identical engine developed by defense contractor

StealthSkater <stealthskaters@hotmail.com> wrote:

> Ed --

> 

> I never really understood Tom Skeggs' aerodynamic prototype.  I never understood the significance of the "Flying Triangle" design.  And he seemed to divide it into 2 parts.  One using an ElectroHydroDynamic (EHD) element that would employ the "Hutchison Effect", etc.  The other was some innovative capacitive-discharge engine.  And I forgot about the electrolysis part, so throw that in somewhere.

>

> He seems to be concentrating all his efforts on just getting a flying prototype and leaving the advanced EHD stuff for later.

>

> I can't give you the URL which takes you directly to his 'Systems Update' page.  What displays on that page is just the site's "general" URL, from where you have to <click> to go to the Updates (http://www.ftadefiance.org/ ).  Unlike before when Tom seemed to accumulate a chronological history of updates on that page, now he seems to be retaining only the latest.  So you may miss this if you wait several days to go to his site.  Therefore, I'm going to try to copy-an-paste it below.

>

>  Mark

Per Skeggs, I’m not really interested.  He’s trying to build a prototype engine.  Good for him!  But that kind of thing doesn’t interest me.

As for the last message I scanned it.  It said a lot without really saying anything, and again nothing that interested me terribly.  A few things …

Yes, it was Pauli that thought up the neutrino.  I don’t know why I had Dirac (probably too much QFT going on in my subconscious) in my mind in the last message.  As for EM comments, Maxwell Heaviside, etc. did originally write EM fields in terms of quarterions, spinors, Clifford algebras, etc.  Mathematically, that is considered outdated just as the ever-increasing polygon method to simulate a circle (the name for that escapes me at the moment, but I don’t claim to be a mathematician) and have been replaced with the now more familiar vector and scalar notations, largely because they can be generated to more specific problems rather than ideal situations.

If you stick to the old quarterion solutions, they work but are more complicated to solve and hence more time consuming than modern methods.  So the general mindset is why bother.  For modern EM fields, transverse waves are not allowed although there are such solutions in the older method although they are often considered to be unphysical.

-- Edward Halerewicz, Jr. 

Truss Technician/Independent Researcher

http://da_theoretical1.tripod.com/index.htm
S-548.  from Ed Halerewicz, Jr.  regarding P3, P4 Invariants and Covariants

From:   "Edward Halerewicz, Jr." <halgravity@yahoo.com>

To:   kram@stealthskater.com

Date:   Mon, April 25, 2005 1:02 am

Subject:   Re: [Fwd: All the In-variants and Co-variants of the general ( P3, P4 ).]

--- kram@stealthskater.com wrote:

> Ed --

> 

>      The following is from Paul Devine.  Anyway, I don't know what the significance is supposed to be.  It doesn't seem complex enough to describe space-time.  I wonder if it's related to the mysterious Kramer equation.  (I converted the attached .pdf handwritten stuff to .jpg images in case you want me to forward those to you.)

> 

> -- Mark
I could read it just fine in the pdf form.  Is that supposed to replace GR?  Hahahaha!   All it does is to treat differential equations in terms of polynomials.

Sure, it would be useful to solve problems with.  That's what mathematics is for.  But the paper (or rather notes) on their own do not yield a physical insight into General Relativity.  The only way it could help out *maybe* with GR is if it could make Christofelle symbols [the math machine that turns geometrical gravity into terms of Newtonian force] easier to solve.

-- Edward Halerewicz, Jr. 

Truss Technician/Independent Researcher

http://da_theoretical1.tripod.com/index.htm
S-549.  from Douglas Fink regarding the Montauk Proejct

From :  Douglas Fink <dougiefinky@yahoo.com>

To :  stealthskaters@hotmail.com

Sent :  Thursday, April 28, 2005 7:31 PM

Subject :  decent write up of Montauk..

Hello,

I like that you finally got to the source of this idiot Preston and his other gaggle of losers.

I used to visit my grandparents out there when that antenna used to spin and later when it was shut down because we invented better antennas to watch for Soviet plans (though wouldn't it have been nice if Montauk SAGE system was still working on 9/11.  That's your conspiracy!!  As that system would have easily shot down a 757 moving at 600 mph.  That is slow for an "attack" plane)

Anyway, I walked all over that base many, many times.  I even have hard evidence that is 'not hidden' at all.  As a matter-of-fact, some of the neatest things I grabbed were the light covers for the computers of the time (which so happen to fit nicely on my Fender amps!).  So yes, it was a neat old military radar antenna which had a super view from the top.

But as far as underground, mind-control, etc., I think your story hit the nail on the head.  These guys are just crazy.  Maybe homosexual and not ready to admit it.  But certainly nothing happened anywhere near what they said.  I was there, I saw it, touched it with my own hands.  The worse, scariest thing out in Montauk has to be the tics with lyme disease or poison ivy.

Doug.

[StealthSkater note:  He is referring to a Gear magazine article that I archived.  Investigative reporter Chris Ketcham visited Preston Nichols and the SAGE radar site and wrote an article that was more derisive than supporting.  I only archive (in the role of a librarian) interesting info.  I may insert my comments/questions in the archived documents, but I don't write the documents myself.]
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