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“At every crossroad on the way that leads to the future, each
progressive spirit is opposed by a thousand men appointed to
guard the past.”

— Count Maeterlinck, 1911 Nobel Prize Winner — Literature



Chapter 1

How Wrong Are These Universities?

THIS 1S the most incredible true story anyone has ever told. It
will be talked about as long as humans are here. Others may N
tell this story better than I have. I merely lucked out and have .x@
. )
been able to tell it first. \0‘0
As this book is being first published, no one in tlg_ege
universities can tell you why we have centrifugal fQ;gQchey
can only give you the math for how strong it will bqfx\\
But ask them, “What causes centrifugal force?¥
They can’t give you the answer. It’s Ef1 to believe that
they were closer to the correct answeree)ig ty years ago than
they are today. %?}A

You can get the answer, thou\gl’f’by reading this book.

By reading this you’ll uncié%%tand the principle behind why
we have conservation of &\wrgy as well. Understanding this
alone will put you far leféad of university “scholars.”

Possibly as D%Q(l? as ten percent of visible stars are binary
stars. If the premise put forth in this book is correct, all binary
stars of th%{sg‘me mass should be spinning opposite from each
other. @ne star is spinning clockwise, its companion star
shoufd be spinning counter-clockwise. Nothing in our present

‘lence is able to tell us this. Astronomers do not know this
*{\o’yet. This is something that can and will be looked for as more
C°°  astronomers read this book. It is in Chapter 6.

Remember: this was the first publication in which it was
predicted.

There are many more important things, as well, that
present science can shed no light upon, that can be predicted
with this brand new kind of science. You will see herein the
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reason why small clusters of two or three or four atoms have
entirely different characteristics from larger assemblages of
the same elements. You will find this in Chapter 4.

How wrong can the universities be, you ask?

About as wrong as one can be about our science laws — in
fact dangerously wrong in this age of terrorism.

In this book, you will see the serious problems that are
holding science back, while on the surface everything looks
fine. \&é{\
It will be hard to believe that all these science mishaps, Qﬁ?
the road to wholesale ignorance, actually happened. H x\{@éger,
they all did happen. Each one of them will be poirg\géd out to
you. o

It’s not one single factor that caused this “ﬁ%té, but many
factors that all added up, which you wilPsee as you read
through this book. @66.

I grew up loving radio as a ki cnd had an amateur radio

station W2YDW up and runningds I was entering high school.
I learned about the impaitiance of standing waves and
impedance matching in\g&dlo circuitry at an early age and have
finally found they h are extremely important to our entire
universe as we11.<<‘§<l/

These wjg\%é covered in detail. But first I’ll repeat what I
have said~ (\\many places before:

®now have the answer Einstein was looking for, but
th—@%niverse is far different from that presently described by

@ﬁost science laws. It is a scalar, standing wave universe and it
Q* resembles instead what we see in the quantum world but

simply a lower frequency thereof with a slightly different

symmetry.”

If enough universities remain asleep, while one nation puts
sufficient time and resources into this brand new kind of
science, then that nation will not only have cheap controllable
fusion power with radioactive waste existing only for

2
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Universities Asleep at the Switch

microseconds instead of millions of years, it will also have
enough sophisticated weaponry to keep the rest of the world as
its virtual slaves, for many thousands of years.

While Joe Sixpack will have no interest in this book,
fascist, terrorist states certainly will.

The information in this book could change the world as we
know it. Concentrated in the wrong hands, it could change all
of our lives permanently. Your world is at risk. It is up to you e&'
to understand the issues and help do something about it. If our \{\{é{\

universities remain asleep and if our government doesn’t wabto
up and focus their energies in the right direction, so e\\@‘ﬁler
nation will beat us to this holy grail of science, an%ﬂaey will
then have the power to hold us hostage. o
It was hard for me to believe that the ra: % shop at the
Miami base of Pan American World Aﬁﬂ/ays was putting
correction cards on units that went to ﬁ?e instrument shop and
there these “corrections” resulted {gs?ess accuracy rather than
more. When I saw what was ac{tﬁlly happening I went to both
people involved in both shop$'and got the answer that nothing
like that could happen \@;ﬁth all the safeguards the engineering
department “here at h Am” had in place. I then went to the
person who hea’d%d both shops but that too brought no
changes. Mogt?ls went by and then I saw the radioman who
made outthe correction cards talking to the shop supervisor
who ggb the units. They were talking about getting the most
out of a set of tires. I stood there listening and then at an
@@})proprlate time, I asked the man in the radio shop, who had
C)OQ* been a chief petty officer in the navy, “Chief, if the Gertz
reads 359.9 instead of true north, what do you put on the
correction card?” When he answered, Rufi Lopez, who headed
that particular instrument shop, screamed at him, “No! That’s
an error not a correction! You’re doing it backwards!” I
silently walked away, now knowing that it would all be quietly
corrected with no problems ever arising about the mishap.

_3
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I had another problem handed to me by the head of the
vertical gyro department. He said, “This gyro keeps coming
back every few weeks and they keep sending it out again.
Something must be wrong with it that they are not
discovering.”

It turned out to be a puzzle that was hard to solve but one
day, I and another man were in the instrument shop and he
was ready to leave and he turned off a switch. Just then the S
gyro failed and started falling off. I turned the switch back on @{@

and the gyro went back to working correctly. Then wh.enQﬁID
switched it back off the gyro failed to hold. I askes\{ehoi’m,
“What is that switch for?” “It’s for the vacuum B\gﬂap,” He
answered. S
“Is that thing running all the time?” I askeg .%Yes, as long
as anybody’s here,” he answered. Well, I Rt already told the
head of the instrument department thatehe had a worker who
was improperly reading a dial '@ﬁ%cator micrometer while
measuring the end play on Ve;rtéb%l gyro gimbal ball bearings.
But nothing evidently everscame of it. Now I saw what was
happening. With the WEng end play on the gimbal bearings,
as long as the rotat@ gyro was perfectly centered, the gyro
would work justfine on a piston powered airplane that was
always Vibr@’gg but not on a jet that had no such steady
Vibrationof&though the bearings were either too tight or too
loose,dt was the vibration that was keeping it perfectly
ceﬁ)%red. In addition, since they were checking it on a bench
{\c‘ﬁiat was continually vibrating, because of the vibrating
C)OQ* vacuum pump, it always worked fine there. So the overhaul
shop would put a green tag on it and send it out again.
However, when it got on a jet airplane, that didn’t vibrate, it
fell off and wouldn’t hold.

When I reported this to the head of the vertical gyro
department he called engineering. I showed this to an engineer
and told him, “This is probably why the poor record of Pan

4.
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Am’s overhauled gyros are keeping them from flying the polar
route. These gyros are an absolute necessity, close to the pole,
where you can’t use a magnetic compass.”

Then came the Pan Am cutbacks and layoffs. I went to
another department but later met that engineer to whom I had
showed the gyro problem. “Hey, did they ever fix that gyro
problem?” T asked. “No, I got pulled off that to get those
movies running. They wanted those movies installed on all the
airplanes,” he replied.

Even with all this, our airlines are not as poorly run as 0@‘{0
universities. There was not even one fatal commercial ac\@ ent
here in the U.S. of any scheduled airline carrier Qx;ﬁnng the
entire year of 2002. This was the year following %‘\11 and that
terrorist attack on the twin towers in New York"

Not having even one fatality in all thoﬁeomany millions of
passenger miles flown, for that entire y%ar is one remarkable
achievement. It can be done if e@ryone tries and that year
following 9-11 everyone trie be safer and they actually
were able to do it and show those improved safety results. If
you figure fatalities perdeassenger mile then you are about 50
or more times sa ﬂylng with a scheduled American
commercial a1r111<ié<lfhan you are driving your own car. This is

a fact. )
X . . .
But, @tﬁember, that figure is fatalities per passenger mile,
not . This does not mean you are 50 times safer for every

h Ehgyou are in a commercial airliner than every hour you are
Q\iﬁ a car. An airliner racks up far more miles in an hour than a

OOQ* car does. You are indeed quite a bit safer per hour but not 50

times as safe, if you look at it that way.

Yes, these universities have graduated all these people
who have given us these wonderful airliner toys. It’s been neat
cranking up a 40 million dollar toy and playing with it. Today
an airliner costs even more than that.

N

6’6.»
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What I’'m trying to get across to you here, with those
airline problems, is that people specialize. They cut
themselves off from other specialties because there is simply
too much info for a single brain to handle. Computers now
keep coming out with more and more brain capacity.
Unfortunately, we humans are still using that old first edition
brain with low disk space so we have to specialize and not
worry about what the others are doing.

but there are more. Keeping simplicity in mind, I’'m goin @O
try to explain the present situation of science to y?}f\\éﬁ an
understandable manner and show you where the,s@ ailures
have occurred. S

You must first understand that Max Rfi\e?nck realized
something peculiar, one day, about the ‘&%/ energy worked
and he gave a speech that very night Rqﬂaﬁg about how energy
must be sent out and received in pagkets. This was something
Einstein immediately jumpe %6n and with what Einstein
termed a photon (a bullet-]ike packet of energy) the quantum
theory took off running\@n hasn’t stopped since.

Then Niels Bohsﬁole the show away from Einstein and
Bohr’s house in@‘g/penhagen was cranking out future Nobel
Prize winner%\glmost as fast as Henry Ford, at the same time,
was cran@’tﬁs out Model T Fords.

B?ohi\ got the Nobel Prize, way back then, for showing us

e y how a quantum of light from a star is received by our
JSye.
) Here’s how Bohr said it works: On a distant star an
electron drops to a lower orbit and an electron in your eye
goes up to a higher orbit the same exact amount. This was
termed “action at a distance.”

If the electron only drops a short distance then it is a
quantum of red light but if it drops a much longer distance
(more energy) then it is a quantum of blue or (even more

_6-

This was one factor that has kept the universities asleep ~§é{\
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energy) violet light. A quantum of violet light has about twice
the energy as a quantum of red light.

These quanta packets can vary in size but the energy
received always matches exactly the energy sent.

Do you discern an aspect of balancing in this? Please keep
this aspect of balancing in mind. We’ll cover it in detail.

The quantum theorists, after Bohr, did not keep it in mind
because they wanted Bohr’s Nobel Prize winning concept of o
the atom to be replaced with their new modern resonance \&é{\
picture, which happened to be void of any balancing aspeqﬁx.o
I’m not saying it’s a wrong picture but the eliminatio \@f‘?he
balancing aspect was bad. This eliminated a prlcelesgbool and
put us back almost eighty years. >

Neils Bohr had the electron traveling on g gain orbits but
now modern quantum theorists see the eléotron as being in a
kind of mysterious resonance orbital. @QJ .

What they did reminds me of, éﬁae definition of a fanatic.
“One who loses sights of hi \%’bjectlves but redoubles his
efforts.” They had good e\a%on to do what they did but in
doing so lost something griceless.

This you will seeQ@s you read on.

Anyway, whé@/lﬁght comes to your eye from a distant star
via these qu%q% absolutely no energy is lost in any of these
quanta 0@@(\ that long distance. This is so important that it’s
the fomidation of quantum mechanics and it’s the very basis of
th«il/ﬁ)%rand new kind of science that I will try to explain to you.
.\(§\\ Now, this isn’t any fabrication of mine. This is the
OQ* cornerstone of quantum theory. All the theorists there know

this is true. If it wasn’t, then Niels Bohr wouldn’t have gotten
the Nobel Prize for discovering it.

This is how energy is made. We also hear of binding
energy along with atomic energy. When this binding changes
then we gain or lose energy. All our science folks agree with
that too, so try to keep that firmly in mind as well.

-7
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Now to the important question. Why does light diminish in
energy with the square of the distance if no energy is lost in
each quantum no matter the distance?

It is the number of these quanta (binding electron pairs) —
electron on the star giving and electron in your eye receiving —
that fall off with the square of the distance.

Only the number of electron binding pairs, falls off with
the square of the distance. The strength of these bonds do not @6\
vary with distance but they do cease at the Hubble limit, \{\{{){\
which will be covered later. ©

Please remember this because it is so very importan, i\é\%

Just as things went wrong at Pan Am, they ]&{ﬁ?e gone
wrong elsewhere. This is the story of how thin Shave gone
wrong in the universities just as they did at P%iq\%m and all the
other Airlines that I’ve known. P

Dr. Milo Wolff’s brilliant mathemgﬁ%zil proof that both the
electron and its spin are scalar, s{@,ﬁ%ing waves with a finite
portion (the Hubble limit)d%f their same frequency
surroundings, has fallen on déaf ears. So has Saul Perlmutter’s
insistence that gravity,’\@bequal and opposite repulsive force
(Einstein’s cosmolo%ﬁéal constant) exists, holding all the stars
and galaxies apa&ﬁ\/}l‘lease visit my Web site:

0’0{\@
Nk
..(.L(&%ere you can simply click the links you find in this book
{\g“i%r more information.
OOQ* Dr. Milo Wolff’s Web site is at this location:

http://www.amperefitz.com

http://www.quantummatter.com
Saul Perlmutter’s Web location is:

http://panisse.lbl.gov/public/sauldir/saulhome.html

_8-
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These two scientists have given us the final pieces of the
master puzzle that show us this is indeed a simple universe.
You can see approximately how it all works, and one does not
have to be a math expert to see this either.

You simply can’t overlook the evidence that these two
scientists have put forth. Yet, universities have.

Scientists before them have given us other important
pieces of the puzzle and they too have been mostly ignored by
the universities.

Kurt Godel proved that if we were confined to a sub
realm — like here on earth — without being able to see Q@.f‘ far
enough then we might believe that our science lgg?vs were
universal truths, when this would be far from the tﬁlth This is
exactly what has happened. (\

Berkeley, then Mach then Max@@ﬁ all told wus
surroundings were involved (Mach’s Pﬁn(:lple) Since this did
not mix well with present sc1enQ@’v?énd made the math too
difficult, it was simply given hp%erwce and largely bypassed
and ignored by the univers Qés The university presses printed,
“Inertia is implicit W1Q}e‘$e geodesic equation of motion.”
Now, thanks to m 'Zgood friend Dr. Milo Wolff, we have
actual proof ineréia’is not implicit with the geodesic equation
of motion,; it Q\%ame frequency surroundings that are involved.
We have@b?nputers coming on line in the future, that will do
these@eaﬁculatlons and will give even more proof of this than

gave.
.\(§\\ Dirac predicted that one day we would be able to see an

OOQ* approximation of how it all worked and how true this

becomes. The basic building blocks of this universe are simple
standing waves whose spins and orbits produce vector forces,
but this fact is totally obscured by all our subset, local science
laws and the tons of garbage printed by the university presses.

. §0\

2
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They do print some diamonds as well but the problem is
the same as in a diamond mine where you have to go through
many tons of mud to get only one diamond.

The diamond that this book is showing you is that it is
surroundings, surroundings, surroundings and spins, spins,
spins. It’s surroundings and either spin or orbital binding.
These spins are spins that bind, giving us not only binding
energy but gravity, inertia, light and all the invisible forces as @6\.
well. \(\{0

In fact, that’s what this book will be explaining. \O

And that, essentially, is what you should be lookn}\g@% to
get the big picture of how our entire universe works, \(\\%

Surroundings and spins are not a big parto of present
science but they are everything in this br%a,.‘é\ new kind of
science.

Our present science cannot give ar@@?ers to the following:

Why is everything spinning uaqfcﬁe microcosm as well as
here? Notice all this separatlonc’@Q 9999% empty space) both
in the macrocosm and mi Qéosm Look how far we are from
the sun. Light goes ab C% 186,000 miles a second or 300
million meters a sec and the sun is so far away that it takes
light about 8 mlmﬁes to get from the sun to us here on earth.
That’s a lot oé\gpace there. Now if you make an electron as big
as a plnh@ﬂ then the closest electron to the nucleus would be
as far fdm the nucleus as the fortieth floor of a tall building is
frq/h?the road below. A lot of space is there, too.

(§ Once you see all this evidence of spinning and orbiting, in
OQ* the solar system, the microcosm and the macrocosm, and the
fact that this massive amount of empty space in our world, the
microcosm and the macrocosm is exactly the same then it
doesn’t take much of a brain to see there is only ONE precept
behind it all. Therefore, all your science that gives entirely
different reasons for us, the microcosm and the macrocosm
must be very, very wrong.

- 10 -
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You are about to see how wrong they are. You’ll see the
big picture of how it’s really working. You’ll see what
Einstein tried to see.

This universe is built upon a foundation of scalar, standing
waves that is extremely difficult not only to see but also to
understand. Future super-computers will be needed to
decipher all that. But today by using surroundings, spins and
Ampere’s Laws, an approximate big picture emerges as clear @6\.
as crystal. \&é{\

It turns out that Ampere gave us the first universal tr{g@
laws in the 1820s, showing us how it all worked, Qgi\%we
should have listened to him but we listened to Faradaé{qnstead
Ampere described these invisible forces using r la§‘1ve motion
laws while Faraday used fields. You must useifelative motion
to easily unify the forces because motlon sthe only common
element. How do you easily unify sug@ry fields that all have
wrong underlying concepts? @%@

Millions of dollars, perh even billions, of taxpayer
money has gone into trying\to unify these invisible fields by
various mathematiciang- with the results that only a
resemblance of unlwlon of the weak force with magnetism
has ever been a@ﬁleved Nobel Scientist Richard Feynman,
who unders@gd it, humorously said about this particular
umﬁcatl@’o(ﬁlat one could even see the glue that held it
toget

H’s ironic that Ampere, in the 1820s, gave us laws that can

‘@%tually unify all these invisible forces today, right now, even
Q* w1thout using any math at all. All you need is your common

sense.

Math is an important science tool. There is no insinuation
here that it is not. The above paragraph merely states that the
reader, in this particular instance, will need no math expertise
whatsoever to see the big picture of how magnetism, gravity,
strong and weak forces are unified.

11 -
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Stay reading and you’ll see the best unification picture
ever. You’ll see a universe that finally makes sense as far as
the unification of all these invisible forces is concerned.

True, universal, global science must be built upon a basis
of logic. This logic foundation can only be laid after these
invisible forces are unified.

You simply cannot have a logical foundation for your
science until these fundamental invisible forces are unified. S

Once you see how these invisible forces are unified then \{\{é{\
you will know what is going on. Until then, you won'’t. ©

If your science gives you a picture of these force \béo“fng
one and the same — as Ampere’s Laws do — then t%i\@is true,
universal, global science. &

If your science shows you different ty eg forces — as
present science does — for all these invisibfe" forces then that
science is merely local gauge theory & ‘utterly worthless in
seeing the big picture of how this e{@jqefe universe works.

The Michelson Moreley expéetiment, over a hundred years
ago, showed us something Was radically wrong with our
concept of motion. W1tg(~thls new approach, we now know a
bit more about mo 6}1 in this universe of scalar, standing
waves, and the {aﬁrameters in which it can be safely used.
Motion, alonganh the spacetime interval, in one frequency
spm/orb%@?stem spacetime realm is far different from motion
and %@“spacetime interval in a different frequency spin/orbit
syﬁl@m spacetime realm. Quantum scientists do understand a

@,\art of this, but only a part. That is why QED, Quantum

Q* Electrodynamics, (the study of electrons) uses different math
oy and rules from QCD, Quantum Chromodynamics, (the study
of quarks). They also understand that the strength of these
individual binding energy forces does not vary with distance.
It is merely the number of these individual bondings that
decrease with the square of the distance.

-12 -
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Now that I’ve brought in the spacetime interval, I must tell
you something about it. Mathematicians love it. It’s like the
hypotenuse of a right triangle with space being one side and
time being the other side. If the hypotenuse (spacetime
interval) stays the same and you reduce the time side then the
space side must get longer and vice versa. This seems to be the
way it really works in relativistic situations too. We get into
these situations with different speeds of different reference

frames where space changes and time changes but the Q

spacetime interval stays the same. ©

Ampere’s Laws immediately show you the unific ‘g@h% of
gravity, magnetic attractions and sigma and pi ¢hemical
bondings. And the standing wave action, which i the basis for
these laws, shows us why we have motion, s e and time and
even life itself because things that repro@ﬁce stay here and
things that don’t, don’t. Standing wayes utilize the energy of
their same frequency surrounding@,%%o reproduce themselves
and stay here. N\

In radio, we constantl Q\é\c%( for ways to eliminate all the
standing waves we cag-~but in this universe, it’s just the
opposite and this u, '%rse uses them as its master building
blocks. <<’<<l/

Not only\ésQail of this true but there is a lot more for you to
know al@&?— mostly mistakes — that the universities have
mad&)&ﬁ\:l you will also see why they fell into the trap that they
di

.\(§\\ All large organizations are prone to do this.

N

The Catholic Church in Galileo’s time was the great
repository of knowledge back then and they refused to even
look through the new telescope that Galileo built. Galileo was
put under house arrest for merely stating the earth moved.
Giordano Bruno who not only stated that the earth moved but
that the sun was a star just like all the other stars was burned at

-13 -
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the stake by that great repository of knowledge for merely
expressing what he knew was a fact.

Things haven’t changed much since then.

When President Eisenhower retired, he warned about the
power in the military-industrial complex. The university
system that we have today is nothing more than a servant to
that military-industrial complex.

The universities are simply reiterating what was told in the e&'
past just the same as the Catholic Church did in Galileo’s time \{\{é\

and that simply was not good enough back then and it is n@P
good enough today either. .\\e\%

Today it’s surroundings, surroundings, surroung&frgs, and
spins, spins, spins. It’s surroundings and either %’:bsh or orbital
binding. 4‘)\(\

I know that the quantum purists will @%?lenge me at this
point telling me “The electron doesn’t&@alﬁ like a top.” I know
that. I know it is resonances and@ig’t motion, in fact that is
exactly what you will be learninggall about in this book.

What you will be seei ‘ﬁoﬂ through this book, is that the
foundation stones are ir\g}eed resonances and not motion. This
is exactly what qu im theorists imply. Because this is far
too complicated<<’f3/r our minds, at this present time, then
simply use @g Occam’s razor approach and simplify it by
seeing it otion.

That?s what Niels Bohr did, and it worked.

‘19% at’s all I ask you to do now and it too will work.

{\c‘f\ Many quantum scientists dislike seeing this as motion in
C)OQ* the world of the electron but we do have good and sufficient

spectrographic evidence of angular momentum orbit changes
and spin changes the same as when orbits and spins change
here. Niels Bohr won the Nobel Prize for showing us the orbit
changes and some years later Dirac showed us the fine
structure evidence of spin changes. So there is sufficient
evidence the electron does orbit and spin. The reason that we
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see it as resonances is that we are not inside the electron’s
spin/orbit spacetime realm. We are in an entirely different
spacetime realm and from where we are looking out here, to
inside of the microcosm, we will see it all as resonances. What
the quantum theorists fail to realize is that you will not see
things as resonances in your own spacetime realm. There you
will see them as solid entities, spinning and orbiting, the same
way we see the planets and stars and the very way that the S
electrons must “see” themselves. ~§é{@

The word “see” has been used very loosely in that abo
paragraph. That’s why it is in quotes. This, seemlngly,\\@s?he
best way to explain it. \(\\%

This adamant refusal, on the part of the u &ersnles to
understand this motion concept in the mlcroc%q not only cost
Goudsmit and Uhlenbeck the Nobel PriZe“but it has set us
back dearly in our understanding of th%&@l?mverse So just hang
in there all you quantum experts. Lga sure you too will finally
be satisfied with the entire expléfation where there is more on
this very subject and a caveaf'on motion and the parameters in
which it can be safely (glsed But as for right now, let us go
back to about 1920 tere Neils Bohr described it as electrons
spinning like the<<f>\1anets and orbiting around the nucleus (we
now know zté a quark nucleus) like planets do in the solar
system. O’b(\

TheYeason that we have to go back to the way Niels Bohr
degbqlbed electrons eighty years ago is that our minds simply
‘@annot understand what is going on if we see it as it really is, a

Q* universe of resonances within their same frequency
surroundings.

Quantum mechanics fell into a “Catch 22.” They found the
right answer before they received the computers,
programming and entire theory that could utilize that correct
answer.
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Stephen Wolfram, mentioned later, got it right. The correct
answer is far too complicated, right now, for our minds to
even begin to deal with it. We will need future super-
computers for that.

Quantum theorists do not like to see orbits because there
are problems with orbits. Different surroundings will make
them change, making the Hartree approximations necessary,
but that is no different from us having to use general relativity
corrections out here when the surroundings get too massive. \&é{\

Presently you will see a method whereby our minds c@?
deal with it today, right now. You will get an approxin}\g\té\%ig
picture of how it all works. Dirac even predicted this
approximation would arrive. It did. It’s here now in\ﬁlis book.

See it as Niels Bohr saw it. Give the %%ron, and the
quark, a spin and orbit and visualize th&electron, possibly
even, as an oblate spheroid the same as e earth but naturally
much, much, much smaller. @%e

Niels Bohr looked at the elgétron correctly. He saw these
electrons as they saw th m‘s\g'lves in their own microcosm
world. This is the way \it-%as to be done using today’s slim

2

$,
N\
resources. /LQQ}\K
You must losk™at them from within their reference frame,

not from witlg’g ours.

If thi@fé%\\ done then all these entities will appear as solid

spinr%ng\ entities similar to what we see in our macrocosm.
(LQQevertheless, the fact is today that this is not being done.
{@(\}uantum theorists are looking at them from within our
OQ* reference frame and seeing them as resonances. I’ll go into

this reference frame concept more in detail as we proceed.
This new science tells us the quantum theorists are right
about seeing these resonances. Not only these resonances, but
all repetitive geodesic spins and orbits, are equivalent to
scalar, standing waves. Matter that is made up of these spins
and orbitals must also be considered equivalent to scalar,
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standing waves. Therefore, electrons, stars and galaxies are all
constructed basically the same and being repelled, from each
other, exactly for the same reason. And we’ll get to that in this
chapter and Chapter 2.

Ampere’s Laws, plus the gyro precession that this brand
new kind of science shows us all spinning scalar wave entities
have, tell us why all these spinning entities repel each other
when they are free. @6\.

Quantum theorists did get the resonances right but they \{\{é{\
didn’t see the importance of Ampere’s Laws in showing thﬁ@)
far more about their beloved resonances than they nov;(\\kh%ow
about them themselves. Q\(\‘\%

By far the most important thing about these c£es§onances is
the fact they are either in phase or out of p ags% with another
resonance. There is nothing more imporfa%t than Ampere’s
Laws that can tell quantum theorists anﬁa ‘that.

The spin frequencies of everegﬁ%ng are the key in this
brand new kind of science. &%

This new science show$ us all spinning, scalar wave
entities must have acform of gyro precession to same
frequency neighbor é’f%ilar entities in their surroundings. This
means their saméfrequency surroundings and not necessarily
what you wi]%\geé as gyro precession in your spacetime realm.
Whereasofoﬁﬁ\r realm is homogeneous and isotropic, (no
privileged spot and surroundings evenly spread out) the realm
ofythe electron is definitely not.

{\(§\\ When will you have these spin binding attractions in this
OQ* universe?

You will get a spin binding attraction whenever the spins,
of two scalar wave entities, are in the same equatorial plane or
parallel axial spin planes (on the same spin axis) with the
closest sides, between this pair, going in the same direction
(like gears meshing and not clashing).
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Electrons and other scalar wave entities REPEL each other
when they are spinning in the same equatorial plane or
parallel axial planes (on the same spin axis), with the closest
sides between this pair, going in OPPOSITE directions (/ike
gears clashing).

You will see, as you read on, that all these spinning scalar
wave entities have a gyroscopic force that will act 90 degrees
to Ampere’s force. You will only get attractions, in this

universe, when the entity is “locked” thereby preventing the \(\‘0\

gyroscopic force from reacting. Where spinning scalar wa@@
entities are free and both forces are free to act t co \the
spinning scalar wave entities must repel each othe&% his is
why stars and galaxies repel as well. This bran q"ﬁ:w kind of

science also will be showing you the scalar ¢ phase rules
that are the foundation for Ampere’s Lavbvsfﬁorking as well as
they do. 2

To have an attraction, accordng’ﬂ?o this brand new kind of
science, something must not beifree but it must be “locked”
into position some way. A"

Totally free Splﬂﬂl% items such as electrons, stars or
galaxies will never @hct each other.

But once theje%et “locked,” into orbitals such as electrons
do or on the @a?ne path, like we are on the same path with the
earth, th@?}(ﬂlese things certainly can attract one another and
Amp(gm‘\s 1st law shows us how.

Q@ur Galaxy is “locked” into the spin of the Andromeda
@,\alaxy and is being attracted to it via Ampere’s Laws.

Ampere’s Laws show us why magnetism works.

A good example of the old rubbish still being taught is that
in magnetism opposites attract.

This may have been good enough before we knew the
electron had spin but this should have been changed after we
knew the electron’s spin caused magnetism.

- 18 -
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An electron will attract another electron when their closest
sides are going on parallel paths in the same direction relative
to the surroundings if they are locked some way as in orbital
shells. Sometimes they will even get locked in an unbalanced
spin position such as the d and f shells in iron that cause
magnetism.

Magnetism is caused by these d and f shells in iron having
more electrons spinning one way than they do any other way. @6\.

Electron spins are generally balanced elsewhere. \(@{\
Scientists agree that the smallest entity in magnetism is tb%o
spinning electron. .\\e\%

Scientists also agree that we will get such a MAG&@TKIC spin
binding attraction whenever the spins of the el ctrons are in
the same equatorial plane or parallel axial spiiplanes (on the
same spin axis) with the closest sides, betvieen this pair, going
in the same direction (like gears me{hgng and not clashing).
THIS, IN FACT, IS AMPERE’S LAW. @%@

In other words, two electgons will attract magnetically
when they are spinning in‘‘the same equatorial plane or
parallel axial planes (oIb\t;he same spin axis) and their CLOSEST
SIDES are moving inethe same direction (like gears meshing
and not clashing‘i\fl’ THIS IS ALSO THE WAY SIGMA AND PI
CHEMICAL B{\g{%fNG WORKS.

Scientists likewise agree that these magnetic attraction and
repu]%io‘h forces will have an equatorial vector and an axial
Vegb%r component.

{\(§\\ Therefore there will be two positions (equatorial and
OOQ* axial) in which two electrons will magnetically attract each
other.

Einstein made mind pictures to see what was going on.
Please do the same with these next two paragraphs. Look at
these electrons as spherical, spinning entities.

The weakest (equatorial) position of attraction in
magnetism will be between a spin up and a spin down electron
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where their spins are in the same equatorial plane and their
spin axes are parallel. Their CLOSEST SIDES will be moving in
the same direction and acting like gears meshing and not
clashing. You get this type of magnetic attraction when you
put two pole-reversed magnets side by side and you also get
this type attraction in sigma bonding. Light is derived via a
sigma type, side-to-side, binding that I’ll give you all the
details about in Chapter #18. o
The strongest (axial) attraction in magnetism will be \{\{é{\
between two electrons, spinning the same way, in paral@P
planes on the same spin axis or axial/ because then not on\&?he
CLOSEST SIDES but also both entire electrons are s 1ng on
parallel paths (like gears meshing and not cla b‘%ng) in the
same direction. You get this type attraction wifh magnets that
are not reversed, but have same poles ﬁgting in the same
direction and placed pole to pole. Th@ S the way it works in
pi bonding. But pi bonding is the ‘@’eaker of the two chemical
bonds because it is only a shqr? duration, repetitive binding
and not a steady bond suchsa$'in a sigma type bond where the
orbitals of both electron\@&remain in the same plane.
So in truth we é@ve magnetic attraction when geodesic
paths are SIMILAK(:{\/[/
So opposg& ‘don’t really attract do they?
HOW@@(F this is what is being taught in the universities
toda%m’fd it is absolutely wrong.
And not only is it wrong, but it is the exact opposite of
{\(g‘b’v\hat is right.
OOQ* Refusing to see Bohr’s motion in the microcosm, by
adamant quantum purists, blinded them to seeing the correct
solution. Moreover, this kept a very bad WRONG religion of
opposites attracting alive to fog the minds of students who
would be trying to find the correct answers.
Stephen Wolfram was right: This is extremely
complicated, exactly as he states in his New Kind of Science
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and as he predicted we will be asking future super-computers

for the answers. Now, something that Stephen Wolfram
doesn’t tell you is that these super-computers will be
programmed with a new type of frequency math that we are
only now learning and a new frequency structure that we are

now also learning about for the first time. Everything will
have to be translated from this wave world in which these
super-computers work to the world of present science that our S
ancestors thought they understood and that most of us still @{@
believe is correct because this is the type thinking we ha@@
always relied upon. .\\e\%

I’m not advocating doing completely away @&it our
science laws. They will be with us as long as h mans remain
here simply because they give us accurate an \igé\rs t0 99.9% of
the science problems. Besides, they are sﬁa?ple in theory and
math. @66.

What you cannot do is mix pre{@%t science with this brand
new type science. It won’t work! Entirely forget present
science rules when using this rand new kind of science.

Use either present sgience or this new kind of science but
never both at the sa é\}\ime.

In some thirig’%l/ already, our science laws have to be
corrected wi\@qqeither special or general relativity corrections
for us to@e? accurate answers. For instance, your GPS Global
Posit(iooqﬁng System uses built in general relativity corrections
toqg%re you accurate latitude and longitude readings.

{\c‘f\ Moreover, in the future even these relativity corrections
C)OQ* won’t be quite good enough. Super-computers will have to be
using a frequency-based math related to the actual standing
wave resonances that are really building our universe. Only
then will we get controllable fusion power.
Don’t take this as it may sound. I’m not one of those birds
saying general relativity is wrong. It isn’t. What I’m saying is
that future super-computers programmed to this brand new

-21 -



Daniel P. Fitzpatrick Jr.

kind of science (the standing wave world) will do a better job
of it than adding relativity corrections to our present science
the way it is being done now. And this can be used in the
microcosm as well where general relativity cannot.
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