Ray Peat; some thoughts:

I think the world is in great danger from the Armageddon group around Bush that is being used by the worst elements of the ruling class to rush toward total world domination. I think Bearden’s ravings are just a distraction from the real dangers, that are greater than those he imagines.

Quantum mechanics and theosophy are similar in their attitude toward evidence, but in our culture theosophy is mostly associated with harmless vegetarians, and quantum mechanics, with militaristic authoritarians. A person doesn’t have to be especially smart to come up with alternative physical theories, but the person’s attitude toward authority makes a big difference in how they treat experimental evidence—Bruce Harvey’s alternative physics is an example; there are quite a few alternative interpretations of physics that try to stay closer to facts and reason than the dominant variety, which derives from a historical moment in which German Romanticism glorified power and hated reason. The points Caroline Thompson makes are very clear, and instead of building crazy theories, she examines the evidence and emphasizes the importance of realizing that we have been misled.

In 1965 I read Michael Polanyi’s book Personal Knowledge, in which he showed that the Michelson-Morley experiment’s data tended to confirm, rather than disprove, the ether-drift effect on light. That led me to read all of Polanyi’s physics papers, which were also best explained by the existence of a physical ether, though he didn’t offer that explanation.  His philosophical work was supportive of the anti-Marxist work of the Congress for Cultural Freedom, a CIA financed group, and his position seemed to become that an individual must surrender judgment to the ruling community of opinion—he didn’t even teach his important, and correct, adsorption isotherm to his own physics students, because it wasn’t accepted by the powers in physics and chemistry, Einstein, Haber, et al.  I later got acquainted with a proponent of the physical ether, Horace Dudley, and began reading in the history of physics and cosmology. In some cases the evidence contrary to the ruling doctrine is so clear that anyone looking at it has to recognize that the received doctrine is held in place by a really huge conspiracy, or a cultural psychosis, a religious-superstitious-cultic condition of our culture. (Halton Arp’s book Seeing Red is a nice description of how the cult works in professional astronomy-cosmology.)

People like Bearden have assimilated many hates and prejudices, and bind them together with some mystical incantations, for characterological reasons.

From the Faraday Group:

“Faraday was a great man with humble beginnings. As far as I can tell, he hated those who sought fame in science. They have the disease that I call “ego-itis”. It is a serious brain disease that affects the entire body.  While motor function is not inhibited, other mental faculties are - which makes the infected individual especially dangerous to all those around him.

The infected individual becomes delusional, thinking their models of reality are actually more important than reality itself.”

http://www.msu.edu/~micheals/
Mukesh Prasad (aka bhanwara@my-deja.com, and bhanwaram@netscape.net):

If it seems that the comments on this page are about saying “everybody is wrong”, please be assured that this is not the intent.  Another question might be:  Why does this page focus on early 1900’s results?  Does the author believe everybody was crazy back then?

Well, these results attracted the author’s interests for obvious reason

--

the original goal being learning rather than criticism*.  However, not subscribing to the “proof by authority” mentality, the author was inclined to apply critical thinking before accepting the results.  In this case, the results turned out to be unacceptable.  After viewing these pages, they should also be equally unacceptable to anybody else who is intellectually honest.

Ideally, we should focus on the material and not on the personalities.  But the question is indeed curious.  Why did highly intelligent people go along with such strange results?

One possible reason may be the popularity of cocaine at the time—a 7% cocaine solution, self-injected, was considered very “intellectual” and “scientific” at the time (suprising as it may seem, the present age did not discover psychoactive drugs!)  Given the effects of such substances on the mind, such results are not at all surprising.  Afterwards, even after the drug usage had declined among physics professionals, social inertia and self-interest kicked in, in the same way as they exist and continue to protect these nonsensical results today.

In addition to cocaine, the other source of these theories seems to be religion. “Let there be light” implies, perhaps intensely more so to a drugged religionist, that light is fundamental to reality. From there, it is a small jump to constancy and then to SR and GR. Weak-minded individuals may find these theories comforting for that very reason, and will defend them. QM interpretations are similar, based on various religious notions of “free will”.

Caroline Thompson’s Physics

Created December 19, 2003, based on material from

http://www.aber.ac.uk/~cat
Updated  August 14, 2004

Email: ch.thompson1@virgin.net
This site is about what is wrong with Fundamental Physics. It started with the discovery that we have been misled. We have been told that experiments agree with all the predictions of quantum theory, including those that involve the impossible - the Bell test experiments, that are supposed to show totally incomprehensible effects of separated particles on each other.

I have looked at the evidence. The “loopholes” that they know are present are large enough to allow for perfectly straightforward explanations, with no sign of “non-locality”. I am led to suggest that perhaps there is other currently-accepted “evidence” for both quantum theory and Einstein’s relativity theories that needs re-investigation. (There is!  See Forgotten History .)  I am not talking of “re-interpretation”, but of recognising that if we want to understand nature, not just produce “predictions”, the first step is to re-assess the facts, reject falsehoods.

New! Additions, 1999 onwards.  Very Latest:  

14:08:04: I’ve now created several more pages in the wikipedia encyclopaedia, replacing completely the original “Bell’s theorem” and “CHSH inequality” pages.  New pages include:

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/BellTestLoopholes
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Clauser_and_Horne%27s_1974_Bell_test
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/CHSH_inequality
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Loopholes_in_optical_Bell_test_experiments
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bell_test_experiments
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Local_hidden_variable_theory
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bell%27s_Theorem
The Chaotic Ball and the Bell test loopholes: For newcomers.

My Papers (and a few others), with notes.

Progress Report on Realism versus Quantum Weirdness (written July 31, 2000).

Challenges to Quantum Optics, inspired by EPR and other

“entanglement” experiments. These cover the nature of light, atomic cascades and low-intensity “parametric down-conversion” (PDC).

Suggestions for experiments planations.

Experiments in the headlines: Realist ideas on experiments that have hit the headlines—primarily those claiming quantum entanglement. 

Which

“loopholes” are relevant?  What facts do we need before we can explain them?  Most of my requests for additional data etc have gone unanswered.

Letters to magazines: I’ve taken to writing to New Scientist,

Physics

World and such like, trying to persuade them to change their tone. Why

do

they have to present material as if quantum theory were universally

accepted? It is not. Why don’t you write too?  One success! Physics

World,

November 2001, p17

Comments on my work: This file covers only 1998-9. It’s just to remind me that I’m not on my own.

The Aether, Relativity, Cosmology: For those more interested in the structure of the universe than quantum magic. Should we be thinking in terms an all-pervading aether whose oscillations of state are responsible for everything? Could the universe be in a steady state after all, as was commonly assumed before anyone heard of a cosmological red shift?  See my ideas for the basis of a Theory of Everything in Phi-waves and forces (January 2001) or The Phi-Wave Aether (2003).

Forgotten History: The Einstein-Miller aether drift scandal,

Millikan’s condemnation of Einstein’s photon hypothesis, and other interesting facts the establishment seems to have forgotten!  Additions welcome.

Book list: Just a few ideas, gleaned from my friends. If you have ideas for additions please let me know.

FAQ: a small beginning, answering a few questions on light, the aether, “phi-waves” and forces. 

Who am I? 

People and Places: Links to other sites (not complete!)

Contact me

This Boundaries of Science site is owned by Caroline H Thompson.
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