>From posted message:

> In the field of quantum mechanics, NASA scientists have recently

> confirmed that matter can indeed be in two places at once. 

93 all,

This is not accurate. The experiement in question here was about the 

spin of electrons. The results of this experiement "appeared" to 

have a Beryllium atom in two different places, based on changing 

energy states. If the above were to be found true, Schrodinger's 

equations would go right out the window and more annoyingly would 

force me to replace my modern physics book.

Here's an article on the subject:

http://www.sciencenews.org/sn_arch/5_25_96/fob1.htm

I'm a tad biased, but I think that science can't be made to fit a 

spiritual theory, unless it's more or less accepted as fact. This is 

misleading....

Please note that I am NOT saying that science and spirituality should 

be at odds, I feel quite the opposite, but I do think that the facts 

on either side have to be well looked into. They're not so far apart 

really, with each we've only scratched the surface.

Have a great night,

93/93

Aspy

93

you mean a globally accepted 'universal law' like gravity? otherwise 

many theories (such as the origin of creation) have variations and 

are not fact, nor can always be measured.

93

Cammy

Hi Aspy,  

93  

Thanks for your insight on this.  I think what interests me in the article is this "harmonic" appearance.  Now, my knowledge of physics is limited to books I read years ago (The Tao of Physics & Dancing Wu-Li Masters).  But as I remember, light was examined as both a wave and a particle, not so much in simultaneity as in perspective.  If the observer chose to look for a particle, one was found and if the observer chose to look for a wave, one was found.  In this case, we have perhaps, more than a particle as the article mentions an atom.  And it states that this atom was made to pulsate (?) so that it seems a reasonable supposition would be that it is bouncing between two points 'harmonically' and at a fast rate.  This would seem to explain the appearance of being in two places at once.  Am I making sense?  

93/93  

pj

Yes, that's a good examination of the experiment. I am still looking 

for better details on that particular experiment to go over...best 

would be the original publishing of the results. Ties in quite well 

with the other discussion on the Electromagnetic field of the brain, 

and participating, rather than simply observing, the environment. 

Well related to the Heisenburg Uncertanity relationships, "It is not 

possible to make a simultaneous determination of the position and the 

momentum of a particle with unlimited precision" and "It is not 

pissbile to make a simultaneous determination of the engery and the 

time corrdinate of a particle with unlimited precision". Keeping 

this in mind, they cannot accurately portray that the atom (or 

particle) as being in two different places at one time, if the 

particle is acting as a wave.....

They got what they were looking for, but becuase they were looking 

for it...very easily the case.

93/93

~Aspy

Hi Aspy,  

93  

It is interesting to note how important perception actually is in physics.  Even more interesting is the polarity of perception (wave/particle, etc.).  This of course, ties in well with both Dion Fortune's perceptions on electromagnetic energy and as I'm learning, the perceptions of Mother and Sri Aurobindo.  And of course, according to the Emerald Tablet, this is all a manifestation of the One, which we as Thelemites, know to be None.  

 AL I.27:  "Then the priest answered & said unto the Queen of Space, kissing her lovely brows, and the dew of her light bathing his whole body in a sweet-smelling perfume of sweat: O Nuit, continuous one of Heaven, let it be ever thus; that men speak not of Thee as One but as None; and let them speak not of thee at all, since thou art continuous!"  

AL I.28:  "None, breathed the light, faint & faery, of the stars, and two."  

AL I.45:  "The Perfect and the Perfect are one Perfect and not two; nay, are none!"  

AL I.48:  "My prophet is a fool with his one, one, one; are not they the Ox, and none by the Book?"  

AL II.15:  "For I am perfect, being Not; and my number is nine by the fools; but with the just I am eight, and one in eight: Which is vital, for I am none indeed.  The Empress and the King are not of me; for there is a further secret."  

AL II.66:  "Write, & find ecstasy in writing!  Work, & be our bed in working!  Thrill with the joy of life & death!  Ah!  thy death shall be lovely: whoso seeth it shall be glad.  Thy death shall be the seal of the promise of our agelong love.  Come!  lift up thine heart & rejoice!  We are one; we are none."  

93/93  

pj  

Cammy wrote:

> you mean a globally accepted 'universal law' like gravity? 

otherwise 

> many theories (such as the origin of creation) have variations and 

> are not fact, nor can always be measured.

93 Cammy,

I was actually speaking of the improper use and interpretation of 

scientific findings. When the results of an experiment are published 

they undergo a maelstrom of scrutiny and repeat experiments to test 

the given results. If these copycat experiments and theoretical 

mathematics are close to identical to the original published work, it 

becomes paradigmatic. The particular experiment never said that 

matter did, in fact, exist in two places at once, but merely that it 

appeared that way. This author, or someone reviewing the particular 

book, has stated that as fact. That, in essence, is what was 

troubling me. 

Theory, I completely agree, is just that, theory. Theory should 

never be accepted as fact, especially the speculative ideas such as 

the origin of the universe, whether it is finite or infinite...but I 

understand what you're saying and I do agree. For myself, what the 

original article said is just like saying the earth was created in 7 

solar days and just ignoring the fossil records ;)
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~Aspy 

