Dan Yule 1st Draft Kepler Part 1 November 26th, 2006.

How do we as human beings know the nature of the universe? Mankind has the unique power to question processes of the universe, try to find out the relationship between humanity and the universe, and the more we proceed into time, the more we know how much we don’t know. That is, in proportion to what we think we know. And to know that the relationship that we have with ourselves and the relationship that humanity has to the universe is always changing. We did not produce technology for economic benefits, but instead because we wanted to understand what relationship humans have with ourselves and the universe. Economic benefit is a very good derivative, and knowing the relationship of these two processes that we can’t totally know, we can change the way these processes relate to maximize the benefit we achieve out of our act of wanting to know how processes work. 

In studying these processes, you must look into the small changes that indicate a characteristic of change, which can be known as a characteristic of a higher process of a principle and these characteristics are singularities and ambiguities which lead man into a domain that’s closer to that universal principle which is as big as the universe and can’t fully be known. This domain which smart scientists spend most of their time in constructing means to communicate those higher principles and using this domain, this is the means of which the observor can know the universe and who created it, this domain we will call from here on out as the complex domain, or as kepler knew it as, astronomy. 

When studying what you think you know or what your understanding is and you are confronted with a paradox, you should start to rethink what you think you know or begin to question what your understanding is because it is that paradox which smart scientists know to be the real subject of study. That paradox  is when the universe disagrees with the way you are thinking, and finding out why the universe disagrees with you will give you a better understanding of the universe, that’s why singularities, and ambiguities and paradoxes are the matter and subject of study which real scientists use to know those  characteristics of the creator, that gives you the universe to study as if it were in the palm of your hand.

“The testimony of the ages confirms that the motions of the planet are orbicular. It is an immediate assumption of reason, reflected in experience, that their gyrations are perfect circles. For among figures it is circles, and among bodies the heavens, that are considered the most perfect. However, when experience is seen to teach something different to those who pay careful attention, namely, that the planets deviate from a simple circular path, it gives rise to a powerful sense of wonder, which at length drives men to look into causes. It is just this from which astronomy grows among men.” Kepler p. 115, ch. 1.

When studying any subject, or matter of investigation, the competent scientist knows he or she is really studying the way he or she comes to know the subject or matter of investigation, and therefore when the subject or matter of investigation becomes the way in which one investigates into the universe the question then is, who or what and its or his intention was or is when they created humans and me to ask that question of intention. So what is the nature of the universe when it created a species that can question, “What is nature?” This must mean that the universe is trying to recreate itself or the universe is trying to become more and more like itself, so what image does the universe have of itself to which it wants to become? Now this is truly an ambiguity. 

Keeping this in mind look through astronomy and form a hypothesis from being an observer on Earth and form a hypothesis for the cause of the different motions in the celestial sphere that at length is shown to be completely in-constant motion. How come the universe with all its intellect doesn’t know how to resume to the very same position where it started from, why doesn’t the planets and the sun come back to the same celestial position after they complete their cycles, and why is each cycle different from the last in respect to time. These are the right questions but let’s restate the questions: why doesn’t the mover of the planets move the planets in a way I see fit to be perfect, who is this mover that disagrees with my reason and why does the mover disagree with me, what is unreasonable with my reason? It has been proven that the hypothesis of the majority of astronomers, all of whose underlying axiom is that unchanging perfect circular motion is the way the real universe is truly working, has been completely wrong and disproven by their very own actions. Once one brings in a fictitious point in a space outside the celestial sphere which can not be seen or proven to exist by what you can see and prove to exist is in fact trying to explain what reality is not and trying to say that this reality, that does not exist in actual reality is truly what reality really is. Who ever said that “perfection consists of sameness” was a fool to think that the universe, which is the mover of the planets is an “impotent” universe for not being congruent with its own set of rules. This same person who tries to impose his reason to explain for the “impotence” of that “impotent” universe, this fool who had lungs of fire cared not for who or what had inflamed his lungs but rather who he can burn and so now he burns in the ever-burning inferno. Perfection doesn’t work in cycles where it has time to take breaks for tea and biscuits but rather perfection works in moments where it may perform its perfection always and in every way it sees to be perfect for its perfection. So again who is this thinker behind the mover, who is always changing what he is thinking about or at least changing in respect to those cycles, for which each cycle is different from the last cycle as well as different from the ones that came before and the ones that will come after and each and all will have their own set of ambiguities. How does this thinker know what ambiguities come next, or does this thinker know what will come at all? He must know because its his changing of his idea that the ambiguities were caused by and it would be absurd to think that he does not know what caused him to change what or how he perceives how to and why he decides to change his idea. 

What to do when the universe becomes hostile to you, what can you do but give up everything you think you know except for the fact that the universe did disagree with you. Now how do you form a hypothesis about what the nature of the universe is when all you can use is how the universe disagrees with you?
What is the use of astronomy in culture and how does knowing a very small detail of the moment of the motions of the stars improve the living conditions for humanity? Astronomy has had its great contributions to humanity such as for farming purposes and irrigation, as well as for sea travel through navigational advancements and weather forecasting advancements, as well as knowing seasonal patterns and one of the most fascinating advantages is the nesting of rich cultural legacies that where nad still are told for generations after generations and will be passed down one after the other. But for the fine detail for long cycles of the planets movements or even the sun’s movement has had no play in the role of developing the population or at least the majority of humanity in history. The only culture that is known or one of the very few cultures that is known is the Vedicans that included this detail which existed about 10,000 B.C. This is all according to Tilak. (More to say about that) For the rest of humanity this detail of astronomy was known as astrology and was not meant for science but for the mere pagan “horoscope” games meant for the upper 3% of the population and for the astronomer, they were not men of science but rather were sophisticated men that would tell long agnostic stories to explain the large tangle of motions in the heavens. As they would say “I’ll tell you the dance steps to which the gods are dancing but I dare not tell you the music to which they are dancing to, for they just might cast their wrath upon me.” That’s how I interpret what they said.

How does Kepler construct the universe to where Kepler’s reason corresponds to and with God’s reason and why is the universe filled with harmony and tranquility? The dynamics to which humans live is that all possible construction of harmony can not be constructed but can be discovered and that discovery can exist in one moment that is inside another moment. That moment inside a moment of a discovery is a moment that reflects the whole universe and so therefore all the blessed ability for humanity to go forth and bring their ideas of the universe, to which those ideas become universal and that is what will make the universe sings with God all the way to perfection. Now the role of a historic individual is to take that moment and to foster that moment for all of humanity and for all of history as well as for all of the universe, and his or her knowledge of that comes by internalizing that decision and developing that internalization into and above culture, economy, as well as politics and universally. So again how do we find this question of culture among historic individuals and among those who are becoming historic, and integrate that question into the notion of family.
Why would Kepler refute the astronomers of the past if he didn’t think that the universe is lawful and can be known? The motive for Kepler’s motion against all other beliefs of astronomy was a physical cause that came from Kepler to which he then attributed the motions of the celestial sphere. For the other astronomers, well, let’s say they didn’t have any physical balls to act upon, so they made huge labyrinths of motions to cover up for what they did not have, and that was a physical body that moved and had the power to reproduce its prosperity of motion in other physical bodies around the mover. Kepler refuted these past astronomers in three different means, to which one was that there are physical causes of your labyrinth of balless motion. For each astronomer had more fictitious points than physical bodies in their hypotheses, and even more Gods that would embody these points in which some points move. And even more absurd, was they had less and less coherent reasons. Take Ptolemy who was for Kepler, one of the easiest astronomers to refute, when trying to explain for the second inequality which is retrogression. He said, “the epicycles motion about its center is faster than the motions of the sun which moved around the Earth, when the planet traverses the lower part of the epicycle while the epicycle’s center is opposite to the sun, the compounding of the motions make retrogression.” Then he said that at conjunction, the planet finds itself at the far end of the epicycle, and just somehow that happens. Kepler then simply refuted this by saying, “For the question still remains, what is the cause that connects all the epicycles of the planets to the sun, so that they always complete their periods when the centers are in conjunction with the sun?” We haven’t even started talking about the equate nor the fictitious point which is as they would say, “Real” center of the solar system. Nor have we brought in the mean motion of the sun. So you can see that Ptolemy already has gaps in his reason. Or he was far too busy (contemplating the black holes in his head and trying to stop his universe from collapsing in on him) for him to give his reasons about his hypothesis. “I say what’s right and you believe what I say to be right. I say, and you believe. Look, everything fits statistically! What, you don’t want to be a believer? Then say what I say and find your own believers.” As the well-trained professor would say, “Believe in your grade, and others will too.” It’s too bad for your professor, and those astronomers that the physical universe does not work the way they say, and now I hope to say that the universe will have pity on their souls.

Now as far as the mean and apparent sun, this was used to refute all three astronomers, Ptolemy, Copernicus, and Brahe, in a very low subsumed way which was observational, don’t kid yourself in thinking this was some big refutation, because using points of a moving body, even if they’re real points does not tell you what’s the path of the moving body is, and why and how and what is the cause of the moving body. Kepler’s geometrical refutation of these incompetent scientists came by of demonstrating that their geometrical hypotheses were all three are absolutely perfectly geometrically equivalent. Now for the physical refutation, or as Kepler would say, “a door is therefore open to us for deciding by means of observation what I had adduced a priori by consideration of moving causes that the planet’s line of apsides, which is the only line bisecting the planet’s path into two semi-circles which are equal in both size and vigor, -this line I say, passes right through the solar body, the sun, and not (as the theorists have it) through some non-body point. In the course of the work, I shall demonstrate this by means of observation and parts 4 and 5.” 

Why is this all important to know, and what does this do for me and where can I go with this? What LaRouche has done to economics is comparably the same to what Kepler did to astronomy, and to start by saying, what part of what you are saying is attributed to physical causes, do you even know what you are saying has a physical reverberations, do you even care for what the physical causes are, what is your real intention Mr. Professor, Mr. Economic Hitman? You may use many elaborate words and lots of statistical data and a very complex demonstration to prove your economic models is different than all the other economic hitmen and much better than theirs (in killing people, that is.) But Mr. LaRouche has exposed you in being a liar, a fraud, a Cartesian, and having no understanding of the universality and power of an idea, for Mr. LaRouche wields the power of universal physical causes and has demonstrated it to be so in his discovery, that revolutionized the science of physical… physical economy. 

I can not stop stressing the great importance of attributing physical effects to ideas as the same with metaphysical principles having physical ends to them, and coming to know those metaphysical principles and universal principles is a matter of recollection of innate ideas and hypothesizing of those higher ideas. Knowing the physics of a process is not always knowing the cause of that process but to come to know that cause, you must know or have a good idea of the characteristics of the physics of that process, and furthermore to my point if you state a cause or attribute a cause to a theory but do not know how the physics are developed from that cause, then you are either a reasonable fool or a liar. Kepler would agree with me on that and it is that which he uses the most or atleast he puts the most emphasis on when refuting Ptolemy, Copernicus, and Brahe. 

“Here, the objections I raise against Copernicus concerning the physical likelihood of the motions are not clearly in argument with Ptolemy. For here, the center of the epicycle which accounts for the second inequality is born slowly or swiftly according to its approach to or recession from the Earth, performed on the cycle, just as the planet was previously. Furthermore, to assert that there is in the Earth (just as there was before in the Copernicus sun, the heart of the world) a motive force which drives the center of this kind of epicycle around, is absurd and monstrous. The hypothesis can also be discredited by another physical argument. For this form of hypothesis involves in one way or another, the property of solidarity in the orbs, and since this has been destroyed (by Tycho Brahe’s observations of comets) the hypotheis appears, so to speak, to collapse under its own weight. For it would be asserting that a moving force arises in the center of the epicycle (not in a body, but in a mathematical point), and to rouse itself, from place to place, in an unequal amount in equal times, and at the same time to draw the planet among with itself at a distance of the epicycle’s diameter, all the while causing it to gyrate around the mover, by equal amounts in equal times. That is enormous variety can not fall to a single moving mind (unless it was God), Aristotle (even that pig) gives supporting arguments in his metaphysics Book XII Chapter 8 where he states that the individual mind proceeds over the individual perfectly uniformed and simple circular motion. Besides, how will some power sit in a non-body, and flow out a non-body into the planet? Even if you divide up the task, placing one motive intelligence to the center of the epicycle and the other to the body of the planet, the one at the center will use the Earth (a body, of course) as its reference, moving around it ununiformly in a circle, while the one at a point on the circumference (that is in the planet’s body) will move around an incorporeal center and do so uniformly. The question, is then (as before), by what means would it move around the incorporeal point? Not by geometrical imagination, for it does not admit for geometrical imagination of its own. Nor can a mobile point subsist in a non-body, even in imagination. We humans, in imagining points of this sort, have recourse to the assistance of tables or paper, which we draw upon with our hand, or atleast remember ourselves to draw upon once. But likewise can not happen through a physical flowing of power (which is in the center of the epicycle) out to the circumference, and the planet’s body. For we are putting up with this outflow of power on the supposition that the task of the compound motions are divided between two minds. Why not also question whether in the first eccentric motion, some natural force capable of producing motion might subsist in some point entirely devoid of any body? Then why even more, whether this kind of incorporeal power can move itself around the Earth going from place to place? And most of all, whether it can communicate or transfer another’s motion through an influx from itself, although this is not supported by anything that can serve as its nest. These sublime considerations of the essence, motion, place, and operation of the blessed angels and of separate minds which some people will want to raise in opposition to me, are irrelevant. For we are arguing about natural things which are far inferior to dignity, about powers not endowed with a will to choose how to vary their actions, and about minds which are not in the least separate, since they are yoked and bound to the celestial bodies which they are to bear. These, then, are the general objections that can be raised against Ptolemy.” Kepler ch. 6 p. 169 New Atronomy

You see there Kepler goes after Ptolemy and Copernicus on the issue of physics which he knew to subsume all other reasons (geometrical and observational) and likewise you should go after your professor on the same issue for Kepler was a true truth-seeker and the others were very good liars. You can not get by in life by not asking those most crucial questions that need to be answered, for the sake of the future, and if you try just getting by with, “I’m just a kid,” or, “What do you want to know from me, I don’t know anything and of the things I do know, they’re not of importance and that’s all you can know.” This ridiculous motive force of your life will leave you as a tragic figure in history and you are not just doing yourself harm and injustice but also all of human history and all of the future of humanity. Do not do what the ‘68ers did which was a throwing away of truth and a deadening of history but instead for the sake of the survival of humanity and of the universe, we youth must become truth-seekers as in the likeness of Kepler and refute what doesn’t cohere to reason and develop a historic sense of reason for the reason of developing a truthful method of investigation for the question of what is pure and true reason? (That question will conclude to nature of the first book The New Astronomy by Kepler).
Memos

There is a turning point that is going to have to happen if this movement is going to survive, and this turning point is going to determine whether or not the whole financial or economic collapse will or will not become a new global dark age. Start by 1, if one thinks he or she can be more creative or can express his or her creative discoveries inside the counterculture without being an agent against it, this entails some entropic process inside the office. When who is a member no longer thinks his or her opinion is crucial for the development of the office, then there is something very wrong and for one or more persons think this is true, you will see a rapid decline in membership. What to do when this happens, who is the universe disagreeing with, and where or how do we find this problem, is it inside or outside the office, for sure the universe doesn’t want humanity to collapse into a dark age, the universe wants humanity to discover the beauty of the universe, for the universe is more beautiful when the universe can discover how beautiful its own beauty really is and then moves humanity to act upon that beauty. Who can’t recognize that process will become a fallen soul. This comes to my next question, what is the beauty of family or first how does a family function and how does a family express its love or hatred for the family? It is necessary that the office becomes a family because a member of a family, that is a healthy family, can be free to express his or her ideas and to collaborate with a family to develop those ideas, for the purpose to strengthen the family and the family’s power to know the universe and to fight against those who would and are trying to kill off the majority of humanity. An individual’s strong sense of his or her role in history comes much quicker when he or she has a family to develop that identity. The history of the universe is calling on our generation to develop many historic individuals and at a rapid pace. We’ve got to understand that we are not an army of historic individuals fighting a war in history and the size of the army is going to determine if we win or not but rather we are a historic family that is composed of historic brothers and sisters that can quickly mobilize into an army. The strengthening of the power, beauty, and love of the members of the family and the family as a whole will give us the power to form the most powerful army to wage war and that’s the process that will determine your historic role. Because as a said before, the history of the universe is telling us this; that is it is no longer sufficient to develop one or two or several historic individuals to break the paradox which is preventing humanity to proceed with its prosperity what we must do is introduce and redefine with the principle of family the role of families of historic individuals because it is the historic family and historic culture among the families that will give humanity all the power to proceed into the future and far into the universe. 

How does sophistry work for the devil and why do people bring sophistry into the world or who the devil is sophistry and why is it develop (devil up anyone)? First there’s a sophist culture and this sophist culture can’t be understood by looking at alone the sophist objects but instead we’re going to ask the question why do people ignore what is true, at least what is truthful? This world is going to need a revolution if humanity is going to continue to live on this planet and the axioms of this generation that is how we think about the world is going to have to change. The experiences that one may live through, can and will shape the way one thinks and this may or may not be damaging to that one person but if it’s a good experience then the amount of bad experiences can be overcome at least in the sense of shaping of that person. What I mean is that good and bad experiences are incommensurable and therefore by one’s act of will can determine the magnitude of impact in the shaping of one’s identity and this goes the same with series of experiences but when looking at series of experiences, what must be understood is that only one experience can completely reshape a series of experiences and every one experience will have some if not a lot of shaping of the past experiences and future experiences and their impact on this person. Sophistry is like a reoccurring experience that produces the same effect that will cripple one’s ability to change his or her identity, family, humanity, and universally. Why can tragedies leave one with a strength and a weakness, such as the death of a family member or a loved one whos existence would’ve strengthened the development for all humanity and humanity’s strength and strengthen the mission to save and develop all of humanity. First of all, the amount of change you went through for the entirety of your life was just redefined by one moment of change and the rest of the moments of your life as well. 

This church is one of the most beautiful churches I’ve ever seen and is a place meant for God and God’s most beautiful creatures. So why is his mission the most crucial and highest honor that I have to complete? Saving humanity has to be done and who else is there to do it? And one of the biggest problems is that the majority of humanity is living in economics conditions that make it hard for them to become the beautiful human beings that they can become. Where do we start with this large task that will be passed on to the next generation of future historic individuals and I myself am picking up this task from my fathers before me? Well let’s take a look at what they did and look at all of humanity for I have to supersede all their greatness, in a loving way but for the sake of future humanity. I do not take this task on alone for God and his universe is with me and others are with me in the same task as well as my brothers, so there is no fear within me to give my life for my brothers and others and the mission as well as for humanity and for God and the universe. With that said first this task must be fulfilled and with the taste of god’s reason that I will try to fulfill as well. Let give you a littlie insight to what I’m think about. The chorus is the most profound development in human history because of the dynamic relationship the chorus has made with the audience and composer and conductor and the members of a chorus as well as time, eternity, and God. I shall have more to say on that subject as well as how that plays a role in saving humanity and how it has made the universe the most beautiful perfecting moment in the whole entirety of the universe, developed by God. All that just said above can be developed within one single moment inside a well composed classical choral piece of polyphonic music. This is called the Pythagorean comma. Hate to dive you into a rotary, but I just did.
