


WHAT IS THE ATHER?

THE ATHER IS A PROPOSED LOGICAL FOUNDATION OF
INTERPRETATION, IT IS A PHILOSOPHICAL FRAMEWORK.

ZATHER IS POSTULATED TO BE AN ENERGETIC, METAPHYSICAL
BACKGROUND THAT ACTS AS A MEDIUM OR SUBSTRATE FOR
“ELECTROMAGNETIC” PHENOMENA. MORE SPECIFICALLY, IT IS PURE
POTENTIAL THAT ACTS AS THE ESSENCE OF ALL FIELD MODALITIES.
PUT ANOTHER WAY, IT IS WHAT COMPRISES ALL FIELDS.

ZATHER IS PROPOSED AS NON-CARTESIAN COUNTER SPATIAL
INERTIA. THUS, THE ATHER IS ABSOLUTE AND IS NOT AMENABLE TO
ORDINARY MEASUREMENT.

ATHER ACTS AS THE MEDIUM IN WHICH THE PHENOMENA OF
LIGHT, ELECTRICAL ACTIONS AT A DISTANCE, AND ‘PROPAGATION’
TAKES PLACE.

THE ATHER IS IMMATERIAL, THUS INTRINSICALLY CANNOT BE
SCIENCED, NOR IS IT QUANTIFIABLE.
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METAPHYSICAL - TRANSCENDING PHYSICAL MATTER, BEYOND THE
PHYSICAL MATERIAL WORLD.

BACKGROUND - THE AREA OR SCENERY BEHIND THE MAIN OBJECT
OF CONTEMPLATION (THE MATERIAL WORLD), ESPECIALLY
PERCEIVED AS A FRAMEWORK FOR IT.

MEDIUM - THE BACKGROUND FRAME THAT MAKES POSSIBLE THE
TRANSFER OF ENERGY FROM ONE LOCATION TO ANOTHER,
ESPECIALLY THROUGH WAVES.

SUBSTRATE — AN UNDERLYING SUBSTANCE OR LAYER

COUNTERSPACE - NON-DIMENSIONAL ATHERIC REALM

PURE POTENTIAL - UNMANIFEST ENERGY, HOMEOSTASIS IN
COUNTERSPACE



CRITIQUE

THE ATHER FALLS OUTSIDE OF THE SCOPE OF SCIENTIFIC
VERIFICATION AND VALIDATION, THUS CANNOT BE PROVEN.

NATURAL SCIENCE IS THE STUDY OF THE NATURAL WORLD, THUS
CLAIMS PERTAINING TO THE NATURAL WORLD SHOULD ADHERE TO
THE PARAMETERS OF NATURAL SCIENCE BY WAY OF THE SCIENTIFIC
METHOD AND SCIENTIFIC EXPERIMENTATION.

THERE ARE 3 CONSTITUENT PARTS OF A SCIENTIFIC EXPERIMENT:
DEPENDENT, INDEPENDENT, AND CONTROL VARIABLES.

YOU FIRST MUST OBSERVE A NATURALLY OCCURRING PHENOMENA,
(DEPENDENT VARIABLE). SECONDLY, YOU PROPOSE A CAUSE-AND-
EFFECT RELATIONSHIP TEST (HYPOTHESIS). LASTLY, YOU
MANIPULATE THE PRESUMED CAUSE (INDEPENDENT VARIABLE) TO
VALIDATE IT IS IN FACT THE CAUSE OF THE OBSERVED EFFECT.

THE ATHER IS POSTULATED TO BE IMMATERIAL, THEREFORE
INTRINSICALLY CANNOT MEET THESE REQUIREMENTS.



ATOMISM VS. ATHER

THERE ARE TWO FUNDAMENTAL FRAMEWORKS THAT HAVE EVER
BEEN PROPOSED TO INTERPRET PHENOMENA WITHIN THE NATURAL
WORLD: ATOMISM AND THE ATHER.

PRIOR TO ANY ATTEMPT TO UNDERSTAND THE NATURAL WORLD,
ONE MUST FIRST DETERMINE A FOUNDATIONAL FRAMEWORK OF
INTERPRETATION.

THIS INEVITABILITY CONFINES US TO A PHILOSOPHICAL
DETERMINATION AT THE ONSET OF OUR PURSUIT TO UNDERSTAND
THE NATURAL WORLD.

QUANTIFICATION IS NOT SCIENCE. RATHER IS MERELY A
DESCRIPTION. MATH DESCRIBES, SCIENCE EXPLAINS. IN ORDER TO
EXPLAIN PHENOMENA, WE MUST FIRST APPLY A FRAMEWORK OF
INTERPRETATION. TWO OPTIONS SIT BEFORE US: ATOMISM/ZATHER.




ATOMISM

» ATOMISM - A THEORETICAL APPROACH THAT REGARDS SOMETHING
AS INTERPRETABLE THROUGH ANALYSIS INTO DISTINCT, SEPARABLE,
AND INDEPENDENT ELEMENTARY COMPONENTS, A DOCTRINE THAT
THE PHYSICAL OR PHYSICAL AND MENTAL ‘UNIVERSE’ IS COMPOSED
OF SIMPLE INDIVISIBLE MINUTE PARTICLES. ATOMISM IS, BY
DEFINITION, PHILOSOPHY.

» ATOMISM IS BIRTHED FROM THE PERCEIVED NECESSITY TO
QUANTIFY ALL THINGS, THUS THE NEED FOR QUANTIFICATION
DICTATES AN ATOMISTIC APPLICATION. SIMPLY PUT, EVERYTHING
MUST BE A PARTICLE, OR IT CANNOT BE COUNTED.

» ATOMISM IS PROPOSED AS A PHILOSOPHICAL FRAMEWORK TO
INTERPRET THE NATURAL WORLD, THUS THE SAME CRITIQUE
PREVIOUSLY COVERED CAN BE EQUALLY APPLIED.

» FURTHER, ATOMISM IS A PHILOSOPHY CONFINED TO A
MATERIALISTIC NEED FOR QUANTIFICATION.



MATERIALISM

» MATERIALISM - A THEORY THAT PHYSICAL MATTER IS THE ONLY OR
FUNDAMENTAL REALITY AND THAT ALL BEING, PROCESSES AND
PHENOMENA CAN BE EXPLAINED AS MANIFESTATIONS OR RESULTS
OF MATTER.

» IMPLICATION OF THE CLAIM: IF SOMETHING IS NOT PHYSICALLY
MANIFEST WITHIN THE MATERIAL WORLD THEN IT DOES NOT EXIST.
THIS FRAMEWORK IS LOGICALLY BANKRUPT ON ITS FACE, FOR
OBVIOUS REASONS. EXAMPLES TO THE CONTRARY: INTUITION,
MEMORY, DREAMS, CONSCIOUSNESS, AND OF COURSE, THE CREATOR,
TO NAME A FEW.

» DUE TO THE INEVITABILITY OF THE METAPHYSICAL ALONE, THIS
PHILOSOPHY HOLDS NO LOGICAL VIABILITY WHATSOEVER.




DEMOCRITUS

» “DEMOCRITUS WAS A PROMINENT FIGURE IN ATOMIC THEORY. HE
THEORIZED THAT ALL MATERIAL IS MADE UP OF ATOMS. HE SAID
THAT ATOMS WERE SO SMALL THAT THEY COULD NOT BE REDUCED
TO ANYTHING ELSE. HE THEORIZED THAT THE UNIVERSE IS MADE UP
OF THE SPACE WITH ATOMS, OR THE BEING, AND THE VACUUM THAT
IS ABSENT OF ATOMS. HE CALLED THIS EMPTY SPACE THE VOID. HE
PICTURED ATOMS AS MOSTLY HOMOGENEOUS. HE THOUGHT THE
REASON THINGS LOOK DIFFERENT AND FEEL DIFFERENT TO US IS
BECAUSE THEY ARE MADE UP OF DIFFERENT CONFIGURATIONS AND
COMBINATIONS OF ATOMS. HE THEORIZED THAT BECAUSE
EVERYTHING IS MADE OF THESE INFINITE ATOMS NOTHING REALLY
DIES. EVERYTHING JUST CHANGES FORM. THIS IDEA IS VERY SIMILAR
TO THE POPULAR CONCEPT OF TODAY THAT MATTER CANNOT BE
CREATED OR DESTROYED ...



» ... DEMOCRITUS THEORIZED THAT MOTION HAS ALWAYS EXISTED. HE
SAID THAT THE UNIVERSE BEGAN WITH ATOMS MOVING IN ALL
DIRECTIONS. THEN, THE ATOMS BEGAN TO COLLIDE WITH SIMILAR
ATOMS TO FORM LARGER ENTITIES. DEMOCRITUS DID NOT BELIEVE
THE UNIVERSE FORMED BECAUSE OF A PURPOSE. HE ONLY BELIEVED
IT HAPPENED BECAUSE OF NECESSITY. HE THEORIZED THAT THE
VOID AND THE BEING WERE INFINITE AND EXPANDED IN ALL
DIRECTIONS. HE ALSO BELIEVED THAT THERE HAD TO BE INFINITE
OTHER WORLDS THAT CONSISTED OF ATOMS.”

- HTTPS://PROJECTS.IQ.HARVARD.EDU/PREDICTIONX/DEMOCRITES

» ATOMISM WAS INITIALLY PROPOSED BY DEMOCRITUS, A FAMOUS
GREEK PHILOSOPHER. AGAIN, ATOMISM IS, AT IS BASE, PHILOSOPHY.


https://projects.iq.harvard.edu/predictionx/democrites

ATOMIC THEORY

ATOMIC THEORY IS THE THEORY THAT ALL MATTER IS MADE UP OF
TINY INDIVISIBLE PARTICLES. ACCORDING TO THE MODERN
VERSION, THE ATOMS OF EACH ELEMENT ARE EFFECTIVELY
IDENTICAL, BUT DIFFER FROM THOSE OF OTHER ELEMENTS, AND
UNITE TO FORM COMPOUNDS IN FIXED PROPORTIONS.

‘ATOMS’ ARE CLAIMED TO BE 99.99999% ‘EMPTY’ SPACE.

‘ATOMS’ DO NOT HAVE WELL DEFINED BOUNDARIES, IT IS CLAIMED
THAT ATOMS ARE MORE LIKE ‘CLOUDS’ CONSISTING OF
DISTRIBUTIONS OF ELECTRONS, NEUTRONS AND PROTONS.

‘ATOMS’ ARE NOT DIRECTLY OBSERVED. WE USE ELECTRIC
MANIPULATION AND MOTION SENSORS TO RECREATE IMAGES OF
THE ALLEGED ‘ATOM’.

THE MODEL OF THE ATOM HAS NEVER BEEN SCIENTIFICALLY
PROVEN. IT IS MERELY AN ABSTRACT CONCEPTUALIZATION
UTILIZED FOR DESCRIPTIVE AND QUANTITATIVE PURPOSES.
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This I1s not as If to claim that the phenomena
referred to as the ‘atom’ is not a real phenomena.
The proper defining of atomic theory Is established
to elucidate the presupposition that everything iIs
comprised of particles. It is not the phenomena that
IS In contention, rather the interpretation.
Atomism, In its purest form, is materialism.



QUANTUM MECHANICS

» QUANTUM MECHANICS - THE BRANCH OF MECHANICS THAT DEALS
WITH THE MATHEMATICAL DESCRIPTION OF THE MOTION AND
INTERACTION OF ‘SUBATOMIC PARTICLES’, INCORPORATING THE
CONCEPTS OF QUANTIZATION OF ENERGY, WAVE-PARTICLE DUALITY,
THE UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLE AND THE CORRESPONDENCE
PRINCIPLE.

» QUANTUM MECHANICS IS SIMPLY THE IMPOSED INTERPRETATION
OF ATOMISM ON THE ‘SMALLEST SCALFE’. QM IS IN INTRINSICALLY
BUILT UPON THE REIFICATION OF ATOMIC THEORY AND
SUBATOMIC PARTICLES. FOR OBVIOUS REASONS. WITHOUT A MODEL
COMPRISED OF DISCRETE PARTICLES, QUANTIFICATION COULD NOT
BE CARRIED OUT AS IS CURRENTLY DONE. THE WAVEFUNCTION
REPRESENTS THE PROBABILITY AMPLITUDE FOR FINDING A
PARTICLE AT A GIVEN POINT AT A GIVEN TIME IN SPACE.



SUBATOMIC PARTICLES’

REIFICATION FALLACY - WHEN AN ABSTRACTION (ABSTRACT BELIEF
OR HYPOTHETICAL CONSTRUCT) IS TREATED AS IF IT WERE A
CONCRETE REAL EVENT OR PHYSICAL ENTITY.

ONE MUST FIRST REIFY ATOMIC THEORY PRIOR TO MAKING
FURTHER CLAIMS ABOUT THE COMPOSITION OF AN ATOM.

A SUBATOMIC PARTICLE IS POSTULATED AS A PARTICLE THAT
COMPOSES AN ATOM. ACCORDING TO THE STANDARD MODEL OF
PARTICLE PHYSICS, A SUBATOMIC PARTICLE CAN BE EITHER A
COMPOSITE PARTICLE, WHICH IS COMPOSED OF OTHER PARTICLES,
OR AN ELEMENTARY PARTICLE, WHICH IS NOT COMPOSED OF
OTHER PARTICLES.

THERE ARE 3 PRIMARY SUBATOMIC PARTICLES THAT ARE CLAIMED
TO COMPOSE AN ATOM: THE PROTON, NEUTRON, AND ELECTRON.



ELECTRON

AS PREVIOUSLY COVERED, THE ATOM HAS NEVER BEEN DIRECTLY
OBSERVED AND IS CLAIMED TO BE 99.99999% ‘EMPTY SPACE'’

THE ELECTRON IS SPECULATED TO BE ABOUT 700 MILLION TIMES
SMALLER THAN THE ATOM. IN FACT, IT IS FREQUENTLY CLAIMED
ELECTRONS HAVE NO SIZE, RATHER ARE ‘POINT PARTICLES’ THAT
HAVE NO SPECIFIC SHAPE NOR VOLUME. HOWEVER, IT IS
SIMULTANEOUSLY CLAIMED THAT THE ELECTRON IS MATTER.

JJ. THOMSON IS ACCREDITED WITH THE DISCOVERY OF THE
ELECTRON USING CATHODE RAY TUBES, ALLEGEDLY ESTABLISHING
THAT ALL ATOMS’ CONTAIN TINY ‘NEGATIVELY’ CHARGED
SUBATOMIC PARTICLES. THE ELECTRON IS CLAIMED TO BE A CHARGE
CARRYING PARTICLE.

THERE IS NO SUCH THING AS ‘POSITIVE’ AND ‘NEGATIVE’ CHARGE,
THERE IS ONLY CHARGE AND DISCHARGE. THIS IS, ONCE AGAIN, A
CONCEPTUAL CONVENTION FOR THE PURPOSE OF QUANTIFICATION.




» IT IS ALSO CLAIMED THAT AN ELECTRON IS A QUANTUM OBJECT
WITH WAVE-LIKE PROPERTIES, SO IT MUST ALWAYS BE VIBRATING AT
SOME FREQUENCY.

» IT IS CLAIMED THAT UNTIL SOMEONE OR SOMETHING ACTUALLY
ATTEMPTS TO LOOK AT IT, THE PRECISE LOCATION OF THE
ELECTRON IS UNCERTAIN.

» THE UNCERTAINTY OF LOCATION IS PART OF THE MODEL FOR THE
ELECTRON AND ONE CAN ONLY CALCULATE THE PROBABILITY OF
‘FINDING’ AN ‘ELECTRON’ WITHIN A CERTAIN SPACE.

» ELECTRONS ARE CLAIMED TO BE CLOUDS OF NEGATIVE CHARGE
DENSITY THAT SHIFT AND MOVE WITH TIME.

» QUANTUM MECHANICS CLAIMS THAT AN ELECTRON CAN BE VIEWED
AS A STATIONARY WAVE’ OR ‘CLOUD OF NEGATIVE CHARGE. THE
REIFICATION OF THESE ABSTRACTIONS ALLOW FOR A CALCULATIVE
DESCRIPTION OF THE AMOUNT OF NEGATIVE CHARGE AT ANY GIVEN
POINT WITHIN THIS ‘CLOUD.’



» “TO ACCOUNT FOR ITS APPARENTLY SMALL MASS, SCIENCE
CONCEIVES OF THE ELECTRON AS A HOLLOW SPHERE, A SORT OF
BUBBLE, SUCH A BUBBLE COULD EXIST IN A MEDIUM AS A GAS OR
LIQUID BECAUSE ITS INTERNAL PRESSURE IS NOT ALTERED BY
DEFORMATION. BUT IF, AS SUPPOSED, THE INTERNAL PRESSURE OF
AN ELECTRON IS DUE TO THE REPULSION OF ELECTRIC MASSES, THE
SLIGHTEST CONCEIVABLE DEFORMATION MUST RESULT IN THE
DESTRUCTION OF THE BUBBLE! JUST TO MENTION ANOTHER
IMPROBABILITY...” - NIKOLA TESLA

» “MY IDEAS REGARDING THE ELECTRON ARE AT VARIANCE WITH
THOSE GENERALLY ENTERTAINED. I HOLD THAT IT IS A RELATIVELY
LARGE ENTITY CARRYING A SURFACE CHARGE AND IS NOT AN
ELEMENTARY UNIT (PARTICLE). WHEN THE ‘ELECTRON’ LEAVES AN
ELECTRODE OF HIGH POTENTIAL AND IN A HIGH VACUUM IT
CARRIES AN ELECTROSTATIC CHARGE MANY TIMES GREATER THAN
NORMAL.” = NIKOLA TESLA



» JJ. THOMSON ORIGINALLY STATED THE ‘ELECTRON’ IS NOTHING
MORE THAN THE “TERMINAL END OF ONE UNIT LINE OF DIELECTRIC
INDUCTION.”

» “UNFORTUNATELY TO A LARGE EXTENT IN DEALING WITH
DIELECTRIC FIELDS THE PREHISTORIC CONCEPTION OF THE
ELECTRO-STATIC CHARGE, THE ‘ELECTRON’, ON THE CONDUCTOR
STILL EXISTS, AND BY ITS USE DESTROYS THE ANALOGY BETWEEN
THE TWO COMPONENTS OF THE ELECTRIC FIELD, THE MAGNETIC
AND DIELECTRIC. THIS MAKES THE CONSIDERATION OF DIELECTRIC
FIELDS UNNECESSARILY COMPLICATED” - C.P. STEINMETZ (ELECTRIC
DISCHARGES, WAVES AND IMPULSES)

» “TO DESCRIBE AN ELECTRON AS A NEGATIVELY CHARGED BODY IS
EQUIVALENT TO SAYING THAT IT IS AN EXPANDING-
CONTRACTING PARTICLE. THERE IS NO SUCH CONDITION IN
NATURE AS A NEGATIVE CHARGE, NOR ARE THERE NEGATIVELY
CHARGED PARTICLES. CHARGE AND DISCHARGE ARE OPPOSITE
CONDITIONS, AS FILLING AND EMPTYING, OR COMPRESSING AND
EXPANDING ARE OPPOSITE CONDITIONS.” = W, RUSSELL



» THOMSON DEVELOPED THE “ETHER ATOM” IDEAS OF M. FARADAY
INTO HIS “ELECTRONIC CORPUSCLE”, THIS INDIVISIBLE UNIT. ONE
CORPUSCLE TERMINATES ON ONE FARADIC TUBE OF FORCE, AND
THIS QUANTIFIES AS ONE COULOMB. THIS CORPUSCLE IS NOT AND
ELECTRON, IT IS A CONSTITUENT OF WHAT TODAY IS KNOWN
INCORRECTLY AS AN “ELECTRON”. (THOMSON RELATES 1000
CORPUSCLES PER ELECTRON) IN THIS VIEW, THAT TAKEN BY W.
CROOKES, ].J. THOMSON, AND N. TESLA, THE CATHODE RAY IS NOT
ELECTRONS, BUT IN ACTUALITY CORPUSCLES OF THE ETHER.”

— E. DOLLARD

» “THERE IS NO REST MASS TO AN ‘ELECTRON’. IT IS GIVEN HERE THE
‘ELECTRON’ IS NO MORE THAN A BROKEN LOOSE “HOLD FAST”
UNDER THE GRIP OF THE TENSIONS WITHIN THE DIELECTRIC
LINES OF FORCE. THEY ARE THE BROKEN ENDS OF THE SPLIT IN
HALF PACKAGE OF SPAGHETTI. OBVIOUSLY, THIS REASONING IS
NOT WELCOME IN THE REALM OF EINSTEIN’S THEORY OF
RELATIVITY.” - E. DOLLARD



» “ELECTRONS AS A SEPARATE, DISTINCT ENTITY...DOESN'T REALLY
EXIST, THEY ARE MERELY BUMPS IN SOMETHING CALLED A
‘FIELD’.” - DR. STEVE BILLER

» "ELECTRONS” ARE NOT PARTICLES, OBJECTS, OR MATERIAL. THE
PHENOMENA LABELED THE ELECTRON IS SIMPLY THE DYNAMIC
PRINCIPLE OF DISCHARGE.

» IN SUMMARY, THE ELECTRON IS A CONCEPTUAL ABSTRACTION
REQUIRED TO BE CONSISTENT WITH THE FRAMEWORK OF THE
THEORY OF RELATIVITY AND HAS NO ACTUAL BASIS IN REALITY,
IT IS A MODEL. MORE ACCURATELY DEFINE, THE ELECTRON IS
NOTHING MORE THAN THE TERMINAL END OF A UNIT LINE OF
DIELECTRIC INDUCTION OR A GAP WITHIN THE LINES OF A FIELD.
THESE GAPS WITHIN THE FIELD ARE ISOLATED AND REIFIED AS
PHYSICAL PARTICLES COMPRISED OF MATERIAL FOR
QUANTIFICATION PURPOSES. HOWEVER, YOU CANNOT QUANTIFY
THE IMMATERIAL, YOU CAN ONLY CREATE A MODEL TO DO SO.



PHOTON

» PHOTON - A PARTICLE REPRESENTING A QUANTUM OF LIGHT OR
OTHER ELECTROMAGNETIC RADIATION. A PHOTON CARRIES
ENERGY PROPORTIONAL TO THE RADIATION FREQUENCY. IT IS
OFTEN DESCRIBED AS AN ELECTRIC FIELD THAT OSCILLATES WITH A
CORRESPONDING MAGNETIC FIELD THAT OSCILLATES.

» IT IS CLAIMED THAT A PHOTON CAN INTERACT WITH CHARGED
PARTICLES AND GIVE UP PART OF ITS ENERGY OR EVEN ALL OF IT,
AND THEN IT “DISAPPEARS”.

» A PHOTON HAS NEVER BEEN DIRECTLY OBSERVED. OF COURSE,
CLAIMING LIGHT IS A PHOTON AND THEREFORE THE HUMAN EYE
HAS SEEN A PHOTON IS A TEXTBOOK BEGGING THE QUESTION
FALLACY.

» IT IS CLAIMED THAT A PHOTON CAN SPONTANEOUSLY
DEGENERATE INTO A PARTICLE WITH MASS AND ITS
‘ANTIPARTICLE’ IN A PROCESS KNOWN AS PAIR PRODUCTION.



» IT IS CLAIMED THAT IN THIS PROCESS THE ENERGY OF THE PHOTON
IS COMPLETELY TRANSFORMED INTO THE MASS OF THE TWO
PARTICLES. FOR EXAMPLE, A PHOTON CAN TURN INTO AN

ELECTRON AND AN ANTI-ELECTRON.
» IT IS CLAIMED THAT A PHOTON IS PRODUCED WHENEVER AN

ELECTRON IN A HIGHER-THAN-NORMAL ORBIT FALLS BACK TO
ITS NORMAL ORBIT. DURING THE FALL FROM HIGH ENERGY TO
NORMAL ENERGY, THE ELECTRON EMITS A PHOTON, A PACKET OF

ENERGY.
» IT IS ALSO CLAIMED THAT A PHOTON CAN SPONTANEOUSLY

DEGENERATE INTO A PARTICLE WITH MASS AND ITS

‘ANTIPARTICLE’ IN A PROCESS KNOWN AS PAIR PRODUCTION.
» ALL ALLEGED EVIDENCE FOR THE PHOTON IS BUILT UPON

TEXTBOOK REIFICATIONS. ONE OF THE PRIMARY MOTIVATIONS
FOR THIS REIFICATION IS THE THEORY OF RELATIVITY, IF
EVERYTHING IS RELATIVE THEN THERE MUST BE AN ABSOLUTE
FRAME OF REFERENCE FOR EVERYTHING TO BE RELATIVE TO.
THEREFORE, LIGHT MUST PHYSICALLY TRAVEL FROM POINT A TO
POINT B AND MUST HAVE A CONSTANT SPEED.



SPEED OF LIGHT

SPECIAL RELATIVITY ATTRIBUTED A CONSTANT SPEED TO LIGHT (O)
AND CLAIMS THAT SPEED OF LIGHT IS 300,000 KM/SEC OR 186,000
MILES/SEC.

EINSTEIN POSTULATED THIS CLAIM IN AN ATTEMPT TO EXPLAIN THE
RESULTS OF THE ‘MICHELSON-MORLEY EXPERIMENT’ WHICH WE
WILL COVER LATER IN THE PRESENTATION.

THERE IS NO ACTUAL MEASUREMENT OF THE ONE-WAY SPEED OF
LIGHT, RATHER AN AVERAGE OF A TWO-WAY SPEED. THIS
CONVENTION PRESUPPOSES THAT LIGHT TRAVELS FROM ‘POINT A
TO POINT B’ AND REIFIES THE THEORY OF RELATIVITY.

THIS ASSUMPTION VIOLATES THE LAW OF CONSERVATION OF
ENERGY IN NUMEROUS OBSERVATIONS. FOR EXAMPLE, LUMINAL
INTERACTIONS WITH WATER, GLASS, ETC. AS THE LIGHT CANNOT
‘SLOW DOWN’ AND SSPEED BACK UP’ AS THERE IS NOT EXTERNAL
INTRODUCTION OF ENERGY.



THERE ARE MULTIPLE OBSERVATIONS THAT SEEMINGLY FALSIFY THE
CLAIM OF THE MAXIMUM SPEED OF LIGHT, SUCH AS:

IT HAS BEEN DEMONSTRATED THAT ULTRA-LOW-FREQUENCY
VOLTAGE SIGNALS IN COAXIAL CABLES WITH A LENGTH OF ONLY A
FEW HUNDRED METERS CAN PROPAGATE UP TO 3 TIMES THE
ALLEGED ‘SPEED’ OF LIGHT.

IT HAS ALSO BEEN EXPERIMENTALLY SHOWN THAT VOLTAGE
FLUCTUATIONS IN ORDINARY BUT ELECTRICALLY SHORT COPPER
LINES MOVE AT SIGNAL VELOCITIES THAT ARE SIGNIFICANTLY
HIGHER THAN THE ‘SPEED’ OF LIGHT IN A VACUUM.

GAIN-ASSISTED LINEAR ANOMALOUS DISPERSION HAS BEEN USED TO
DEMONSTRATE SUPERLUMINAL LIGHT PROPAGATION IN ATOMIC
CAESIUM GAS. A LIGHT PULSE PROPAGATING THROUGH THE ATOMIC
VAPOUR CELL APPEARS AT THE EXIT SO MUCH EARLIER THAN IF IT
HAD PROPAGATED IN A VACUUM THAT THE PEAK OF THE PULSE
APPEARS TO LEAVE THE CELL BEFORE ENTERING IT.



» IN ACTUALITY, LIGHT DOES NOT HAVE A SPEED, BUT IT DOES HAVE A
RATE OF INDUCTION. THIS RATE OF INDUCTION IS RELATIVE TO THE
MEDIA INVOLVED. WHEN LIGHT ENTERS GLASS, IT DOES NOT SLOW
DOWN AND SPEED BACK UP, AS WOULD VIOLATE THE
CONSERVATION OF ENERGY AND MOMENTUM, RATHER THE GLASS
ACTS AS AN ADDITIONAL MEDIUM ALTERING THE PERCEPTION OF
WHAT WE CALL LIGHT. LIGHT IS A DISTURBANCE IN THE
BACKGROUND AND THIS ENERGETIC EXCITATION RESULTS IN
ILLUMINATION. WE QUANTIFY THE RATE OF PERCEPTION, WHICH IS
ACTUALLY THE RATE OF INDUCTION INTO THE BACKGROUND
MEDIUM. LIGHT IS INSTANTANEOUS, IT IS ALREADY THERE. LIGHT
OBVIOUSLY CANNOT BE A PHYSICAL PARTICLE TRAVELLING FROM
POINT TO POINT IF LIGHT IS INSTANT AS THIS IS INTRINSICALLY
CONTRADICTORY AND LOGICALLY BANKRUPT.



PARAMETRIC DOWN CONVERSION

» PARAMETRIC DOWN CONVERSION - A NONLINEAR CRYSTAL IS USED
TO SPLIT PHOTON BEAMS INTO PAIRS OF PHOTONS THAT, IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE LAW OF CONSERVATION OF ENERGY AND
LAW OF CONSERVATION OF MOMENTUM, HAVE COMBINED ENERGIES
AND MOMENTA EQUAL TO THE ENERGY AND MOMENTUM OF THE
ORIGINAL PHOTON AND CRYSTAL LATTICE, ARE PHASE-MATCHED
IN THE FREQUENCY DOMAIN.

» IT IS CLAIMED THE INCOMING PHOTON INTERACTS WITH THE
ELECTRIC FIELD WITHIN THE CRYSTAL WHICH IS ASSUMED TO BE A
“COHERENT SQUEEZED STATE OF PHOTONS".

» ONE MUST REIFY AND ASSUME THE PHOTON TO CLAIM THIS
SOMEHOW VERIFIES THE EXISTENCE OF A PHYSICAL PARTICLE
CALLED THE PHOTON. THE CRYSTAL ALTERS THE STATE OF THE
DISTURBANCE THAT IS LIGHT AS IT INTERACTS WITH THE ELECTRIC
FIELD OF THE CRYSTAL. REIFICATION FALLACIES PROVE NOTHING.




PHOTOELECTRIC EFFECT

ALBERT EINSTEIN WAS AWARDED THE NOBEL PRIZE IN PHYSICS IN
1921 FOR HIS “SERVICES TO THEORETICAL PHYSICS, AND ESPECIALLY
FOR HIS DISCOVERY OF THE LAW OF THE PHOTOELECTRIC EFFECT.”

PHOTOELECTRIC EFFECT - PHENOMENON IN WHICH ELECTRICALLY
CHARGED ‘PARTICLES’ ARE RELEASED FROM OR WITHIN A MATERIAL
WHEN IT ABSORBS ELECTROMAGNETIC RADIATION. THE EFFECT IS
OFTEN DEFINED AS THE EJECTION OF ‘ELECTRONS’ FROM A METAL
PLATE WHEN LIGHT ‘FALLS’ ON IT.

THE PHOTOELECTRIC EFFECT IS CLAIMED TO BE A RESONANCE
PHENOMENON IN WHICH A PHOTON IS ABSORBED, AND AN
ELECTRON IS EJECTED.

THIS EFFECT IS INVOKED AS IF TO PROVE THAT LIGHT CONSISTS OF
PHYSICAL PARTICLES CALLED PHOTONS. IT IS CLAIMED THAT THE
PHOTON COLLIDES WITH AN ATOM AND TRANSFERS ITS ENERGY TO
AN INNER ORBITAL ELECTRON, CAUSING THE EJECTION OF THE
ELECTRON FROM THE ATOM.



» IT IS CLAIMED THAT EACH PARTICLE OF LIGHT (PHOTON) COLLIDES
WITH AN ELECTRON AND USES SOME OF ITS ENERGY TO DISLODGE
THE ELECTRON. THE REST OF THE PHOTON’S ENERGY TRANSFERS TO
THE FREE NEGATIVE CHARGE, CALLED A PHOTOELECTRON.

» IT IS CLAIMED THAT AN ELECTRON HAS HALF THE SPIN OF A
PHOTON, AND THAT THE ELECTRON IS MATTER WHILE THE PHOTON
IS ENERGY. IT IS ALSO CLAIMED THAT ENERGY AND MASS ARE
INTERCHANGEABLE. OF COURSE, SPIN DOES NOT REFER TO ACTUAL
PHYSICAL SPIN, RATHER ‘ORBITAL VIBRATION’. SO EFFECTIVELY THE
PRIMARY DIFFERENCE IN THE TWO IS RATE OF OSCILLATION AS THE
CLAIM OF MATTER IS ENTIRELY UNVERIFIED.

» TO INVOKE THE TECHNOLOGY UTILIZING THIS PHENOMENA AS IF
TO PROVE THE CLAIMED INTERPRETATION OF THE PHENOMENA IS
AKIN TO CLAIMING CELLPHONES PROVE GRAVITY BECAUSE THEY
USE ACCELEROMETERS.

» THE PHOTOELECTRIC EFFECT IS NOT OBSERVED WITH AMORPHOUS
METALS, WHETHER AMORPHOUS SEMICONDUCTORS OR
CONDUCTORS. THIS FACT, IN AND OF ITSELEF, REFUTES THE PHOTON.



» WITHIN THE QUANTUM PARADIGM IT HAS BEEN KNOWN SINCE THE
1960S THAT THE PHOTOELECTRIC EFFECT DOES NOT DEFINITIVELY
IMPLY THE EXISTENCE OF PHOTONS. IT IS AMBIGUOUS WHETHER IT
IS THE ELECTRONIC LEVELS OR THE IMPINGING RADIATION THAT
SHOULD BE QUANTIZED. OF COURSE, AGAIN, IT IS IMPOSSIBLE TO
QUANTIFY THE IMMATERIAL. TO EVEN GET TO THIS
DETERMINATION REQUIRES THE PRESUPPOSITION THAT
EVERYTHING IS COMPRISED OF TINY PHYSICAL PARTICLES THAT
CAN BE QUANTIFIED AND REQUIRES THE REIFICATION OF THE
ELECTRON.

» IT IS CLAIMED THE PHOTOELECTRIC EFFECT DISPROVES THE WAVE
THEORY OF LIGHT BECAUSE THE ENERGY OF A WAVE INCREASES
WITH AN INCREASE IN INTENSITY. YET, IN THE PHOTOELECTRIC
EFFECT, INCREASE IN INTENSITY HAS NO EFFECT ON THE ENERGY OF
ELECTRONS EMITTED. HOWEVER, THE CURRENT ON THE
PHOTODETECTOR IS PROPORTIONAL TO THE INTENSITY OF LIGHT
IMPINGING ON THE CATHODE. THEREFORE, THE RELATION BETWEEN
INTENSITY AND CURRENT NATURALLY FALLS OUT.



» Sections 9.1-9.5 show that the electron field responds to a classical
external electromagnetic radiation field by emitting electrons
according to Poisson-law probabillities, very much like that
Interpreted by Einstein in terms of light particles. Thus, the quantum
detector produces discrete Poisson-distributed clicks, although the
source Is completely continuous, and there are no photons at all in
the quantum mechanical model. The state space of this quantum
system consists of multi-electron states only. So here the multi-
electron system (followed by a macroscopic decoherence process
that leads to the multiple dot localization of the emitted electron field)
IS responsible for the creation of the dot pattern. This proves that the
clicks cannot be taken to be a proof of the existence of photons.
(See L. Mandel and E. Wolf, Optical Coherence and Quantum
Optics, Cambridge University Press, 1995.)



» THESE POINTS ARE INCLUDED ONLY TO DEMONSTRATE THAT THE
CLAIM THE PHOTOELECTRIC EFFECT PROVES THE PHOTON IS NOT
EVEN ACCURATE WITHIN THE PRESUPPOSED MODEL IN
CONTENTION. AGAIN, WAVES ARE NOT WHAT SOMETHING IS,
RATHER IS WHAT SOMETHING DOES. SO, THE REIFICATION OF THE
WAVE IN THE PROPOSED DICHOTOMY OF THE PHOTON VS. WAVE
THEORY OF LIGHT IS A FALSE DICHOTOMY ANYWAY. THIS
INCLUSION IS JUST TO ELUCIDATE THE POSITION’S LOGICALLY
BANKRUPT NATURE.

» APPLYING THE FRAMEWORK OF ZTHER, BUILT UPON THE FATHER
HEADS OF ELECTRICAL FIELD THEORY THAT PROVIDED US WITH
THE ELECTRICAL SOCIETY WE ENJOY TO THIS DAY, THE ELECTRON IS
NOTHING MORE THAN THE TERMINAL END OF ONE UNIT LINE OF
DIELECTRIC INDUCTION. LIGHT IS AN ATHER PERTURBATION OR
DISTURBANCE IN THE ATHER WHICH RESULTS IN EXCITATION OR
ILLUMINATION. WHAT IS FALSELY CHARACTERIZED AS A PHOTON IS
NOTHING MORE THAN A DIELECTRIC PULSE WITHIN THE
DIELECTRIC COAXIAL CIRCUIT OF THE ATHER PERTURBATION.



» THUS, THE “PHOTON” AND THE “ELECTRON” ARE DIFFERENT
MODALITIES OF THE SAME THING, SPECIFICALLY DIELECTRICITY. A
PHYSICAL PARTICLE CALLED THE PHOTON DOES NOT DISLODGE A
DIFFERENT PHYSICAL PARTICLE CALLED ELECTRONS FROM THE
METAL PLATE AFTER COLLIDING WITH AN ATOM. RATHER, CERTAIN
FREQUENCIES OF THE ATHER PERTURBATION THAT IS LIGHT ALTERS
THE ELECTRIC NATURE OF THE METAL PLATE. THE PHOTON DOES
NOT USE SOME OF ITS ENERGY TO DISLODGE AN ELECTRON, GIVE
THE REST OF ITS ENERGY TO THE FREE ELECTRONS, AND THEN
DISAPPEAR. THEY ARE DIFFERENT MODALITIES OF THE SAME THING:
THE DIELECTRIC/ELECTROSTATICS, NOT MYSTICAL PARTICLES.

» TO CLAIM THE PHOTOELECTRIC EFFECT PROVES THE PHOTON IS A
TEXTBOOK REIFICATION FALLACY. THIS POSTULATION REQUIRES
THE REIFICATION OF THE ATOM, PHOTON, AND THE ELECTRON.
SIMPLY, ONE MUST GO INTO THE OBSERVATION PRESUPPOSING ALL
PHENOMENA IS COMPRISED OF THESE PHYSICAL PARTICLES. THIS IS
NOTHING MORE THAN REIFYING THE MODEL IN CONTENTION AND
BEGGING THE QUESTION.



‘DOUBLE SLIT EXPERIMENT’

» IN THE ‘DOUBLE-SLIT EXPERIMENT’ A BEAM OF LIGHT IS AIMED AT A
BARRIER WITH TWO VERTICAL SLITS. AFTER THE LIGHT PASSES
THROUGH THE SLITS, THE RESULTING PATTERN IS RECORDED ON A
PHOTOGRAPHIC PLATE. WHEN ONE SLIT IS COVERED, A SINGLE LINE
OF LIGHT IS DISPLAYED, ALIGNED WITH WHICHEVER SLIT IS OPEN.

» IT IS CLAIMED A SINGLE PHOTON IS SHOT TOWARDS A FILM WITH
TWO SLITS IN FRONT OF A PHOTOGRAPHIC PLATE. WHEN BOTH
SLITS ARE OPEN, AN INTERFERENCE PATTERN IS DETECTED. “WAVES”
THAT PASS THROUGH TWO, NARROW, PARALLEL SLITS WILL FORM
AN INTERFERENCE PATTERN ON A SCREEN. THIS GOES FOR ALL
WAVES, WHETHER LIGHT WAVES, WATER WAVES OR SOUND WAVES.
THUS, THE QUESTION ARISES: IF LIGHT TRULY IS COMPRISED OF
TINY INDIVISIBLE PARTICLES CALLED PHOTONS, HOW COULD A
SINGLE PHOTON PASS THROUGH BOTH SLITS AT THE SAME TIME?



» IT IS OF CRUCIAL IMPORTANCE TO UNDERSTAND THAT WAVES ARE
NOT THINGS IN AND OF THEMSELVES, RATHER THE
CHARACTERISTIC OF SOMETHING ELSE. A WAVE IS NOT WHAT
SOMETHING IS, IT IS WHAT SOMETHING DOES. A WAVE IS A TYPE OF
MOVEMENT WITHIN A MEDIUM, SUCH AS A WAVE WITHIN WATER IS
IN ACTUALITY JUST THE MOVEMENT OF THE WATER ITSELE IN THE
WORLD OF QUANTUM MECHANICS, WAVES ARE STRICTLY
MATHEMATICAL DESCRIPTIONS OF PROBABILITY CALLED A WAVE
FUNCTION. ALTHOUGH THE WAVE FUNCTION IS MERELY A
MATHEMATICAL CONVENTION, THE PARADOX STILL REMAINS THAT
THE REIFIED PHOTON GIVES AN INTERFERENCE PATTERN, AS IF TO
IMPLY THE PHOTON “INTERFERED WITH ITSELE”

» ONCE A DETECTOR IS INTRODUCED TO DETERMINE WHICH OF THE
SLITS THE REIFIED PHOTON ENTERS THE DEMONSTRATES CEASES TO
YIELD AN INTERFERENCE PATTERN, WHETHER PLACED IN FRONT OR
BEHIND THE SLITS.



THIS HAS LED TO MANY SEEMINGLY OUTLANDISH SPECULATIONS,
SUCH AS THE LIGHT SOMEHOW KNOWS IT IS BEING OBSERVED,
EFFECTIVELY INVOKING THE SENTIENCE OF THE PHOTON.

THE DELAYED CHOICE QUANTUM ERASER EXPERIMENT, A
VARIATION OF THE DOUBLE SLIT, FURTHER ADDED TO THE
‘PERPLEXING’ NATURE OF THESE IMPLICATIONS.

A SPECIAL TYPE OF CRYSTAL (A BETA BARIUM BORATE CRYSTAL)
WAS ADDED TO EACH SLIT IN ORDER TO “SPLIT THE PHOTONS INTO
A PAIR OF IDENTICAL PHOTONS” WITH ONE OF THE PHOTONS
DIRECTED TO A DETECTOR WHILE THE OTHER GOES TO THE
PHOTOGRAPHIC SHEET.

THE RESULT IS THAT THERE IS STILL NO INTERFERENCE PATTERN,
EVEN IF THE FIRST PHOTON HITS THE SCREEN PRIOR TO THE
SECOND ONE BEING DETECTED. THIS HAS BEEN INTERPRETED TO
MEAN THAT OBSERVING A PHOTON CHANGES EVENTS EVEN IF THEY
HAVE ALREADY HAPPENED.



» IN SUMMARY, SCIENTISTS’ HAVE GONE AS FAR AS TO EFFECTIVELY
CLAIM PHOTONS ARE SENTIENT AND CAN GO BACK IN TIME TO
ALTER EVENTS PRIOR TO REEXAMINING THEIR BASE
PRESUPPOSITIONS ABOUT THE CHARACTERISTICS OF LIGHT.

» THE PRESUPPOSITION THAT LIGHT IS COMPRISED OF PHYSICAL
PARTICLES CALLED PHOTONS AND THAT LIGHT TRAVELS FROM
POINT A TO POINT B IS NEVER EVEN RECONSIDERED.

» UNFOUNDED CLAIMS: A SINGLE PHOTON IS SHOT, A PHOTON IS
SPLIT, THE PHOTON INTERFERES WITH ITSELFE, A SINGLE PHOTON
ENTERS TWO DIFFERENT SLITS SIMULTANEOUSLY, THE PHOTON IS
SENTIENT, KNOWING IF IT IS BEING OBSERVED, THE PHOTON CAN
TRANSCEND TIME, THE PHOTON KNOWS IF IT IS GOING TO BE
OBSERVED PRIOR TO BEING DETECTED AND CAN ALTER THE

OUTCOME OF SOMETHING THAT HAS ALREADY HAPPENED.
ALL BUILT UPON THE REIFICATION OF THE PHYSICAL

PARTICLE CALLED THE PHOTON AND THE BASE
PRESUPPOSITION THAT LIGHT PHYSICALLY TRAVELS
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MICHELSON-MORLEY

On the Relative Motion of the Earth
and the Luminiferous Ether

by Albert Abraham Michelson and Edward




MICHELSON-MORLEY

» MICHELSON- MORLEY WAS A DEMONSTRATION THAT UTILIZED AN
INTERFEROMETER TO SHOOT TWO BEAMS OF LIGHT THROUGH A
HALF-SILVERED MIRROR USED TO SPLIT THE BEAM ATTEMPTING TO
DETECT THE MOTION OF THE EARTH THROUGH THE ATHER.

» THE TWO BEAMS OF LIGHT WERE DIRECTED PERPENDICULAR TO
ONE ANOTHER. ONE BEAM WAS SHOT IN THE SAME DIRECTION AS
THE ALLEGED ORBITAL TRAJECTORY OF THE EARTH AND THE
OTHER AGAINST THIS PRESUPPOSED MOTION.

» AFTER LEAVING THE SPLITTER, THE BEAMS WENT TO THE ENDS OF
LONG ARMS AND WERE THEN REFLECTED INTO THE MIDDLE WITH
MIRRORS. THE BEAMS THEN RECOMBINED ON THE OTHER SIDE OF
THE SPLITTER CREATING A CONSTRUCTIVE AND DESTRUCTIVE
INTERFERENCE PATTERN. IF THE EARTH TRULY WERE ORBITING
WITHIN AN ATHER, THE LIGHT SHOULD SHOW A TRANSVERSE
DISPLACEMENT RELATIVE TO THE MOTION OF THE EARTH.



THE EARTH’S ALLEGED VELOCITY IS ROUGHLY 20 MILES/SEC, AND
THE DEVICE WAS SENSITIVE ENOUGH TO DETECT AS LITTLE AS 2
MILES/SEC. HOWEVER, THE FRINGE SHIFT DETECTED WAS LESS THAN
1/6 THE PREDICTED VALUE.

IT IS FALSELY CLAIMED THAT THIS DISPROVED THE ATHER WHEN IN
FACT WHAT IS SHOWED WAS EITHER THE EARTH WAS STATIONARY,
AND THE ORBITAL MOTION ASSUMED WAS INCORRECT OR THERE
WAS NO STATIONARY ATHER.

THIS EXPERIMENT HAS BEEN DONE MANY TIMES SINCE, WITH EVEN
MORE PRECISE MEASUREMENT CAPABILITIES AND ALWAYS YIELDED
THE SAME RESULTS. IN FACT, THE U.S. AIR FORCE REPLICATED
MICHELSON-MORLEY IN 1987 AND ALSO GOT THE SAME RESULTS.
EINSTEIN THEN POSTULATED HIS SPECIAL THEORY OF RELATIVITY
TO EXPLAIN THIS RESULT. IN SPECIAL RELATIVITY. HE STATED, “IF
THE MICHELSON-MORLEY EXPERIMENT HAD NOT BROUGHT US
INTO SERIOUS EMBARRASSMENT, NO ONE WOULD HAVE REGARDED
THE RELATIVITY THEORY AS A HALFWAY REDEMPTION.”



» EINSTEIN THEN UTILIZED THE LORENTZ CONTRACTION WITHIN HIS
THEORY EFFECTIVELY CLAIMING THAT THE MEASURING APPARATUS
PHYSICALLY CONTRACTED DURING THE EXPERIMENT. HE ALSO
CLAIMED THAT TIME ITSELF PHYSICALLY EXPANDED (DILATED)
CAUSING IT TO SLOW DOWN, BOTH DUE TO THE MOTION OF EARTH.

» IN OTHER WORDS, ALTHOUGH IT SHOULD HAVE TAKEN LONGER
FOR THE LIGHT GOING AGAINST THE EARTH TO BE RECEIVED
BECAUSE IT HAD TO TRAVEL FURTHER, THE DISTANCE PHYSICALY
CONTRACTED AND TIME SLOWED DOWN AS IF TO MAKE IT APPEAR
THAT THE LIGHT BEAMS WERE RECEIVED TOGETHER. ALTHOUGH
THE LIGHT DID IN FACT SHOW AN INTERFERENCE PATTERN, HE
SIMPLY DISMISSED THIS TO INSTRUMENT ERROR. HE NEVER OFFERED
A PHYSICAL MECHANISM FOR THE CONTRACTION WHATSOEVER
AND IN FACT SUCH A MECHANISM IS STILL NOT AGREED UPON TO
THIS DAY. BASICALLY, HE CLAIMED THAT ALTHOUGH THE EARTH
ORBITS AROUND THE SUN, THE UNIVERSE OPERATES IN SUCH A
WAY AS IF TO TRICK US INTO THINKING IT WAS STATIONARY BY
ATTRIBUTING PHYSICAL PROPERTIES TO ABSTRACTIONS.



» “WE MAY SAY THAT ACCORDING TO THE GENERAL THEORY OF
RELATIVITY SPACE IS ENDOWED WITH PHYSICAL QUALITIES; IN THIS
SENSE, THEREFORE, THERE EXISTS AN AETHER, ACCORDING TO THE
GENERAL THEORY OF RELATIVITY SPACE WITHOUT AETHER IS
UNTHINKABLE; FOR IN SUCH SPACE THERE NOT ONLY WOULD BE
NO PROPAGATION OF LIGHT, BUT ALSO NO POSSIBILITY OF
EXISTENCE FOR STANDARDS OF SPACE AND TIME (MEASURING-RODS
AND CLOCKS) NOR THEREFORE ANY SPACE-TIME INTERVALS IN THE
PHYSICAL SENSE. BUT THIS AETHER MAY NOT BE THOUGHT OF AS
ENDOWED WITH THE QUALITY OF CHARACTERISTIC OF
PONDERABLE MEDIA, AS CONSISTING OF PARTS WHICH MAY BE
TRACKED THROUGH TIME. THE IDEA OF MOTION MAY NOT BE
APPLIED TO IT.

— ALBERT EINSTEIN: “ETHER AND THE THEORY OF RELATIVITY”
(1920)



» THIS IS EINSTEIN ACKNOWLEDGING THE NEED PHYSICAL
PROPERTIES WITHIN HIS THEORY, THEREFORE ACKNOWLEDGING
THE NEED FOR THE SEMBLANCE OF AETHER IN THIS SPECIFIC SENSE.
HOWEVER, EINSTEIN’S FRAMEWORK WAS THE REPLACEMENT OF THE
CURRENT FRAMEWORK FOR ELECTRICAL FIELD THEORY THAT WAS
PROPOSED TO BE THE MEDIUM THAT SUSTAINED ELECTROMAGNETIC
ENERGY. THE ATHER POSTULATED UP TO THAT POINT DID INDEED
HAVE MOTION APPLIED TO IT AND WAS CONSIDERED A MEDIUM.

» IN SUMMARY, THE ATHER MODEL USED AS THE FRAMEWORK FOR
ALL SUCCESSFUL PROGRESS IN ELECTRICAL FIELD THEORY UP TO
THAT POINT HAD TO BE DONE AWAY WITH AS IT SHOWED THAT
THE EARTH WAS STATIONARY. OF COURSE, THE THEORY OF
RELATIVITY IS A REIFICATION FALLACY THAT ATTEMPTS TO
ATTRIBUTE PHYSICAL PROPERTIES TO THE 2 CONCEPTUAL
ABSTRACTIONS OF SPACE AND TIME.



MICHELSON-GALE-PEARSON

» THE MICHELSON-GALE-PEARSON EXPERIMENT WAS A VERY LARGE
RING INTERFEROMETER (OVER A MILE IN PERIMETER) USED TO
DETECT THE RELATIONSHIP OF SIDEREAL ROTATION BETWEEN THE
SKY AND THE EARTH. JUST LIKE IN MICHELSON-MORLEY, MGP
EXPERIMENT COMPARED THE LIGHT FROM A SINGLE SOURCE AFTER
TRAVELING IN TWO DIRECTIONS.

» THE FRINGE SHIFT OBSERVED MATCHED THE PREDICTED VALUE
WITHIN 98% ACCURACY CONSISTENTLY. SPECIFICALLY, THE
MEASURED SHIFT WAS 230 PARTS IN 1000 AND THE PREDICTED
SHIFT WAS 237 PARTS IN 1000.

» THE RESULTS OF MM COMBINED WITH MPG SHOW THAT THE EARTH
IS IN FACT STATIONARY WITHIN THE ATHER, AND THE SKY
ROTATES RELATIVE TO THE EARTH IN A REST FRAME OF REFERENCE.



vV VYV

THIS IS THE SAME EFFECT OBSERVED WITH THE SAGNAC EFFECT.

SAGNAC, AFTER DISCOVERING THE EFFECT, STATED THAT IT WAS
DUE TO A VORTEX IN THE ATHER.

THIS IS THE PIVOTAL MOMENT THAT THE ATHER WAS ABANDONED
DUE TO A PHILOSOPHICAL DEVOTION TO THE COPERNICAN
PRINCIPLE AND THE HELIOCENTRIC MODEL. THIS IS THE REASON
FOR THE CURRENT STATE OF MODERN PHYSICS, DROWNING IN
ILLOGICAL CONCEPT REIFICATIONS AND PARADOXES.

THE SPECIAL THEORY OF RELATIVITY WAS OF COURSE THE
FOUNDATION FOR THE GENERAL THEORY OF RELATIVITY WHICH IS
THE CURRENTLY ACCEPTED EXPLANATION FOR “GRAVITY™.

SIMPLY SUMMARIZED, THE ATHER CANNOT BE ACCEPTED AS A
FRAMEWORK OF INTERPRETATION AS IT DICTATES THE
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT THAT THE EARTH IS AT REST. THIS
PHILOSOPHICAL DEVOTION COMBINED WITH AN INEPT ATTEMPT TO
QUANTIFY THE IMMATERIAL BIRTHED QUANTUM MECHANICS.



LIGHT

ATOMISM/QUANTUM

»THE QUANTUM THEORY OF
LIGHT WAS PROPOSED BY
EINSTEIN AND STATES THAT
LIGHTS TRAVELS IN BUNDLES OF
ENERGY, EACH BUNDLE IS
KNOWN AS A PHOTON WHICH
HAS WAVE LIKE PROPERTIES. IT
CAN ALSO BE DESCRIBED AS A
DISCRETE CHUNK OF ENERGY OR
INFORMATION. THE WAVE IS A
MATHEMATICAL FUNCTION USED
TO DESCRIBED THE MOTION OF
THIS PHYSICAL PARTICLE CALLED
THE PHOTON TRAVELS FROM
ONE LOCATION TO THE NEXT.

ATHER

»LIGHT IS AN ATHER
PERTURBATION, OR A
DISTURBANCE WITHIN THE
ATHER. LIGHT DOES NOT TRAVEL
FROM POINT A TO POINT B,
RATHER THE SPEED OF LIGHT’ IS
THE RATE OF INDUCTION INTO

THE ATHER. LIGHT IS NOT A WAVE

NOR IS IT A PARTICLE, WE SIMPLY
QUANTIFY THE RATE OF
PERCEPTION OR EXCITATION OF
THE BACKGROUND. THE
MANIFESTED ILLUMINATION IS
NOT SYNONYMOUS WITH THAT
LIGHT ITSELF IS.



MAGNETISM

ATOMISM/QUANTUM ATHER

»MAGNETISM IS THE EXCHANGE OF »MAGNETISM IS DIELECTRIC

“VIRTUAL PHOTONS.” ELECTR DISSIPATION, OR THE LOSS OF
}EIMIT UNDET%C‘%EQLE, VIﬁTu(ﬁ S INERTIA/DIELECTRIC ITSELE. IT IS

PARTICLES THAT INSTRUCT CONJUGATE FIFLD OF THE
OBJECTS TO MOVE AWAY OR DIELECTRIC AND THE MAGNETIC.
COME CLOSER. VIRTUAL MAGNETISM IS ENERGY
PHOTONS ARE CONSTANTLY MANIFESTED AND THE ATHER IS
BEING EMITTED AND ENERGY IN POTENTIAL. THE
REABSORBED BY THE ELECTRON. MAGNETIC FIELD IS THE
CONJUGATE RELATIONSHIP
BETWEEN CENTRIFUGAL

DIVERGENCE AND CENTRIPETAL
CONVERGENCE.



ELECTROSTATICS

ATOMISM/QUANTUM ATHER
» ELECTROSTATICS IS ALSO THE ~ » MAGNETISM AND DIELECTRICITY
EXCHANGE OF “VIRTUAL (ELECTROSTATICS) ARE JUST

PHOTONS.” VIRTUAL PHOTONS DIFFERENT MODALITIES OF THE
ARE THE EXCHANGE PARTICLE ¢\ METHING. IT IS A DIELECTRIC

FOR ELECTROMAGNETIC

ERA HAR PHENOMENA DISCHARGING OR
%Tlgll:]lg(s) %AW&SHANSED GROUNDING INTO COUNTERSPACE.
VIRTUAL PHOTONS OF ELECTROSTATICS ARE DIELECTRIC
ARBITRARILY SMALL FIELDS AND THE GAPS IN THE FIELD
MOMENTUM AND ENERGY ARE FALSELY CHARACTERIZED AS
IMBALANCE GIVING RISE TO ELECTRONS.
ELECTROSTATICS.

» ALL MOLECULAR/INTERMOLECULAR ATTRACTIVE FORCES ARE
ELECTROSTATIC IN NATURE, EVEN WITHIN THE ATOMISTIC PARADIGM.



»“A VIRTUAL PARTICLE IS AN ABSTRACTION, WHICH FACILITATES IN
CALCULATIONS AND UNDERSTANDING, THE TERM IS VERY VAGUE
AND LOOSELY DEFINED, THEY NEVER APPEAR AS INPUTS OR
OUTPUTS OF EXPERIMENTS, THEIR EXISTENCE IS QUESTIONABLE AT
BEST. HOWEVER, THEY ARE VERY USEFUL IN RENDERING CONCEPTS
AND MAKING EQUATIONS BALANCE OUT”. -RICHARD FEYNMAN

»QUANTUM DEFINES A FIELD AS SIMPLY A MATHEMATICAL
CONVENTION, IT DOES NOT TRULY DEFINE WHAT A FIELD IS IN ANY
WAY. VIRTUAL PHOTONS OBVIOUSLY DO NOT ACTUALLY EXIST AND
ARE MERELY A MATHEMATICAL CONVENTION TO BALANCE
EQUATION DISCREPANCIES WITHIN THE ASSUMED PARTICLE
NATURE OF ALL PHENOMENA.

»VIRTUAL PHOTONS HAVE NEVER AND WILL NEVER BE
EXPERIMENTALLY VALIDATED AS THEY ARE MERELY CONCEPTUAL
ABSTRACTIONS. IN FACT, VIRTUAL PHOTONS COULD NOT EVEN
EXIST IN THEORY AS THEIR EXISTENCE WOULD VIOLATE THE
CONSERVATION OF ENERGY AND MOMENTUM.



» THE ACADEMIC DEVOTION TO MATERIALISM AND THE NEED TO
QUANTIFY ALL THINGS (WHICH OF COURSE THE IMMATERIAL
CANNOT BE QUANTIFIED) HAS RESULTED IN A PARADIGM WHERE
QUANTUM MECHANICS CANNOT EVEN DEFINE WHAT MAGNETISM IS
OR WHAT A MAGNETIC FIELD IS COMPRISED OFE

» ATHER OFFERS A VIABLE EXPLANATION AS TO THE PHENOMENA
OF MAGNETISM. MAGNETISM AND THE DIELECTRIC ARE TWO SIDES
TO THE SAME COIN AND ARE SIMPLY DIFFERENT MODALITIES OF
THE ATHER. THE LOSS OR DISSIPATION OF DILECTRICITY
MANIFESTS AS MAGNETISM AND THE TWO SHARE AN INTRINSIC
CONJUGATE GEOMETRIC RELATIONSHIP.

» CRITICS WILL HAPPILY AND BOLDLY RIDICULE ATHER
PROPONENTS, BUT THEY WILL NEVER EVEN ATTEMPT TO PROPERLY
DEFINE MAGNETISM, A FIELD, OR ENERGY. ONLY ONE OF THE
FRAMEWORKS POSSESSES ANY SEMBLANCE OF VIABILITY. CONCEPT
REIFICATION AND APPEALS TO INCREDULITY RENDER THE QUANTUM

POSITION UTTERLY USELESS AND NONSENSICAL.



ATHER REBRANDED

» IRONICALLY, THERE ARE MANY TERMS/THEORIES THAT HAVE BEEN
CREATED WITHIN QUANTUM MECHANICS THAT INDIRECTLY
ACKNOWLEDGE AN ZTHER. IN FACT, QUANTUM MECHANICS
CONTAINS QUITE A FEW UNDEFINED PLACE HOLDERS DUE TO THE
FRAMEWORK’S FUNDAMENTAL LACK OF VIABILITY, HOWEVER THE
ATHER CANNOT BE DIRECTLY ACKNOWLEDGED FOR OBVIOUS
REASONS. HERE ARE SOME EXAMPLES:

1. QUANTUM FLUID 7. QUANTUM VACUUM ENERGY
2. QUANTUM FOAM 8. VIRTUAL PARTICLES

3. QUANTUM CONDENSATION 9. VIRTUAL PHOTONS

4. STRING NET CONDENSATION 10. QUANTUM FIELD THEORY

5. QUANTUM VACUUM 11. QUANTUM FLUCTUATIONS
6. ZERO-POINT ENERGY 12. HEISENBERG’S UNCERTAINTY

PRINCIPLE



» IN CONCLUSION, THE VIABILITY OF THESE TWO FRAMEWORKS OF
INTERPRETATION CAN BE SUMMARIZED IN A HANDFUL OF SIMPLE
QUESTIONS:

» IS ELECTROMAGNETIC PHENOMENA SUSTAINED WITHIN
A MEDIUM OR CAN IT BE SUSTAINED WITH NO MEDIUM?

» WHAT EXISTS OUTSIDE OF THE MATERIAL WORLD:
SOMETHING OR NOTHING? CAN “NOTHINGNESS EXIST?”

» WHAT ARE VIRTUAL PARTICLES? ARE THE REAL? IF THEY
“POP INTO EXISTENCE, WHERE DO THEY COME FROM?

» IF SOMETHING IS NOT MATERIALLY MANIFEST, DOES THE
EQUATE TO NONEXISTENCE?

» WHAT IS MAGNETISM? WHAT IS ELECTROSTATICS? WHAT
IS LIGHT? WHAT IS A MAGNETIC FIELD?

» WHAT IS A FIELD? WHAT IS ENERGY?
» WHAT TYPE OF ENERGY IS LIGHT?



» IF LIGHT IS A PHOTON, CAN IT BE INSTANT?

» IF EVERYTHING IS COMPRISED OF DISCRETE PARTICLES,
CAN THERE EXIST INSTANTANEOUS ACTION AT A
DISTANCE?

» CAN A PHYSICAL PARTICLE BE IN MULTIPLE PLACES
SIMULTANEOUSLY?

» WHERE DO PHOTONS COME FROM?

» IF ENERGY CANNOT BE CREATED NOR DESTROYED,
THEN IT CAN ONLY BE TRANSFORMED OR
TRANSFERRED. THEN, WHERE DOES IT COME FROM?

» WHERE DOES METAPHYSICAL PHENOMENA RESIDE?
» IS THERE A METAPHYSICAL REALM?
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