KEPLER FOR THE YOUTH 


By Michael Kirsch

What’s the hypothesis Kepler had in order to start out with part One?  Was it necessary? How does Kepler test the truthfulness of hypotheses? Why was he able to do this? What is the measurement for truth?

Before looking over the Introduction and the Chapter Summaries for Part I, I can give an idea which captures the essence.

As demonstrated by those geniuses of the mind, and therefore the sciences of the other realms of the universe, the act of discovery is never an isolated occurrence arising from one mind alone, but occurs in the continuity of the development of the human species, a species which is defined by its unique mark of a social communication of ideas. In order for a modern youth to discover this fact, necessitates the re-living of great moments in a continous dialogue of civilizations exemplified by Plato, Cusa, Kepler, Leibniz, Gauss, Riemann, and LaRouche’s demonstrations of the way in which the human mind is able to overthrow an existing set of axioms and demonstrate a new hypothesis, a hypothesis, which had never existed before in the universe prior to its generation from the power of sovereign reason in an individual human mind. As one who has studied Lyndon LaRouche’s writings it becomes the case that these occurrences do not exist as separate occurrences isolated from each other, but in fact, the occurrences each have a constant method which had been applied to the universe in order to generate the effect of an increase in the power to solve more complex problems and a production of a even more powerful idea. Thus, the mind can be known! The method of the mind’s action can be guided, rather than followed aimlessly down a random path of reaction in typical modern way, by an understanding of the principle of cognition itself.

Isn’t an understanding of the principle of cognition necessary to investigate the principle of cognition? Isn’t the principle of cognition being used when investigating itself?

How can these paradoxes be resolved?

Is this an unbridgeable gap of understanding? It seems that way. Lets take a deeper look.

The mind does apply a certain level of thinking, guided by its ideas already discovered, as a certain level of capability to advance, but also it is guided by an intention. The intention is shaped by the particular ideas the mind has worked through, but also, the intention comes from outside any particular, or inside if you prefer. Inside the universe, embedded in its fabric, the principle of cognition, expressed in humanity, has an intention to carry out its reason.

To re-discover the validity and truthfulness of these statements concerning how the universe works in fact, and how ideas are communicated, the modern day youth must relive theses great moments of history. 

The most powerful ideas of history, have been generated through the close encounters of conflicting ideas, which have successfully been communicated to create a passionate response in future generations to discover their own power of cognition, which time and again has been suppressed by the operations of Zeus’ kin. Look for example in the way in which Plato communicated the need for a Republic to develop actual power of the human mind in the universe by refuting of the sophists who destroyed Athens. Similarly, the way Leibniz transformed Europe to organize itself around placing human beings in their correct stature as the most important of God’s creatures: he refutated Descartes, Newton’s, Locke sophisticated arguments for enslaving man as a beast. What about Gauss’ revolution in the foundations of geometry and physics with his refutation of the sophistry of Euler, D’ Alambert and Langrage? 

What is here the discussion, the first Part of Kepler’s true revolutionary work, the New Astronomy, once again brings us to close traveler experience with a refutation of today’s claims of ‘my right to my opinions!’, with a refutation of not merely bad experiments in astronomy, but in fact, a refutation of approaches which were sophistical in their intent. 

Let an investigation of a true discovery in history be a refreshing demonstration of truth, and while giving us access to the true make up of the universe and cognition’s relationship with the whole universe, also demolish the bullshit which fills the halls of academia concerning the whole content of popular opinion about the unknowability of truth, how this idea maps onto the rest of current understanding about human, why they exist, and what needs to be done for the immediate future of mankind to move forward. 

Also, let the following investigation into Part I of Kepler’s new Astronomy, destroy any respect for the associated idea of statistics and its application to economy, a fraud which walks arm in arm with the popular belief that truth and the mind are unknowable. 

APROACHING PART I

How can one communicate the falsity of an approach and method having been accepted for over a thousand years?  How did Kepler do this?

Kepler’s Equivalence of Hypotheses in part one exposes not simply that the accuracy was off, not simply that the the epicycles, the orbs, the mean sun was a bad approach, and not really that constant or non-constant motion was more prefereable. What was this something else?

We will now figure this out in the context of a walk through of what Kepler did, and on this guided tour ‘point’ to the effects of Kepler’s over arching idea. If we are right, we will discover what we are looking for, but as I was able to discovery by walking through Keplers work, in the tradition of kepler, let us not assume what we are going to discover as Kepler’s idea, but take the observations and investigate in the ‘data’ where the discrepancies lie that are projections of a change in action caused by a principle. In this case, if Kepler’s method for how he discovered Mars is universal, we should be able to re-discover Kepler’s idea which we have no basis for in anything we already know by similarly submitting our reason to the unknown idea and investigate the effects while keeping our minds on the cause. [more here from my class with delante, and look back on the method as described in 20-21 etc.]

MEAN AND APPARENT:

Is the mean sun the source of power? Is the apparent sun the source of power? This cannot be determined from the first inequality??? He attacks the fact of the apparent sun being a body and yet having no effect of the planets motion. But also think of the introduction and the chapter summaries for even part one. There Tycho said, I can account for everything! And he said, yes, the path of the planet does not change with the apparent or mean… so what does it change??  

Part of what is going on here is a demonstration of the fact that the substance of the argument of Kepler is being expressed by real astronomical motions, astronomical motion which seem to lack the questions of epistemology…”oh these don’t’ have anything to do with economy”, say some folks. Well, on the contrary, the issue of motion in physics came out of Kepler’s work. Sophistry or truthful method. That is the issue. That is what comes across here in the first part. The mean or apparent? It is completely linked to the question whether you are seeking to know truth or not.  “Well this describes it truth…” Is that what you want to do? You are not a human…you’ve been brainwashed to scrub the floors of history and enjoy it. A scientist only describes things. My god! What insanity is this? Who could be seduced into accepting their life to be filled without involving their unique creatitivty, their univque life…their one contribution. The wealth of each citizen is so vast, that if harvested we could quite easily overthrow oligarchism. That is why the greatest weapon is to destroy the mind. That is what it is too, a destruction of the mind. Think… “I’ll just describe this thing here….” O! , gotcha! That has nothing to do with it! 

In a sense, the difference of Kepler and the other guys had nothing to do with the motions of the planets. The difference is not a question of accounting for things correctly…. “I can get the path, what difference does it make…” Well, we will have to see, says Kepler, about what happens to the second inequality with the mean and apparent sun! Not whether the mean and apparent will be right…. but whether the method makes the universe coherent with reason, whether you are submitting your mind to have to deal with the paradoxes of the planet’s motions or not. This brings the question of what the paradoxes of the motions were in a bigger context.

