











MAILING COMMENTS on the 203rd (cont'd) — New Port News (cont'd — re: Hubble)

Consequently, the Hubble Boundary would form a ring [actually, a sphere] at a mostly
[not wholly] uniform distance from that locus. Some objects, disrupted in their acceleration in
various ways, would never reach it or wouldn't have sufficient energy to penetrate it; but any that
continued to accelerate as Hubble's Law describes would eventually reach those speeds. While
they might undergo a transformation of state in the process of accelerating to that point, they also
might not — they might just out-run their light as a trans-sonic aircraft out-runs its sound. The
process of crossing the Hubble Boundary might well generate something comparable to the 'shock
wave' associated with trans-sonic flight [which, I suspect, could account for other phenomena that
currently raise questions, though I'm too out of touch to have a list of such phenomena handy].

If we assume that Earth, with proper observational data, will NOT prove to be at the locus
of the Big Bang [which should be the one central, unmoving point in an otherwise actively moving
universe], we can envision the Big Bang site surrounded by stuff accelerating away from it. Some
would have reached/crossed the Hubble Boundary, some would be en route toward the boundary
[not there yet] and interacting in the ways gravity/etc. indicate with stuff encountered along the
way to generate the celestial objects we observe. [By the way, this would suggest the outpouring
of the Big Bang was non-uniform enough for gravity/etc. to start taking effect before objects were
far enough away from the center [hence, from each other] to be in balance between such forces.]

The 'balloon’ theory mentioned above would be okay if after the Big Bang, Everything
accelerated away from it, leaving a growing void at that central site, but we have no observational
data for such a void that I know of. Anything like a [by now quite large] void — air pocket, if
you will — in the observed universe would have gotten some publicity. That, in turn, raises the
related [and equally outre] possibility that the '‘Big Bang' is still happening, at least in the sense
that matter and energy are still pouring out into the universe at such outrageous rates from the
same locus. Again, without observational data, it's hard to say.

Be that as it may, WITH a Big Bang, away from which everything accelerates, there has
to be a Hubble Boundary. [Conceiving multiple Big Bangs doesn't prevent that — it just makes
the Boundary less regular, due to interacting wave effects where Boundaries from two or more
Bangs intersect; and guarantees that some particles/celestial-objects get an additional boost of
acceleration from a secondary Bang near them. Just as there's no evidence I've heard for a void,
so I've heard no suggestion of multiple Big Bangs.] But back to the initial point . . .

A Hubble Boundary is the natural consequence of continuous acceleration from a Big
Bang site. From the astronomical equivalent of a flat-earth perspective, the Boudary would
represent 'the edge of the world' — but I question flat-earth-ism in astronomy/cosmology as much
as here on terra infirma. Near our side of the Boundary, interesting effects should be observable
as objects went through any state-change consequent on attaining lightspeed; but we must be very
wary of characterizing as genuine state-change changes in the observable radiation, since the
extreme elongation of the waves [a sort of super-Doppler effect] as an object began to outrun its
light would mean we "saw" something quite distorted. The fact that quasars and a few other
unusual phenomena are near "the edge of known space" strikes me as potential evidence for such
a transition/distortion. Worth looking into, at least.

Within the Hubble Boundary area, all sorts of neat things should be observable — and
most of them confusing, given the limits of earthbound astronomy and the assumptions on which
it tends to be based. I think the Boundary would be a range — maybe a lightyear or so thick —
since some objects would have interferences of various kinds that would affect their acceleration
in ways that, while they may be too trivial to be observed readily from Earth, could alter the
precise distance from the Big Bang locus at which they attained and exceeded lightspeed.

From our perspective, anything Beyond the Boundary would look like "dark matter" —
demonstrably there, but essentially unobservable. Its light, out-run at the Boundary, would be
interpreted by us in various interesting ways because it would Appear to be at the point where the
object left it behind. The fact that it would then need to travel n years to reach us would mean
we'd be 'observing' the equivalent of its shadow long after it had crossed the Boundary.
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MAILING COMMENTS on the 203rd (cont'd)

Not A Minac (revisited) — 1 knew there was a comment in here —- it just took me this long to
remember, find the zine again, and reread it. Sorry 'bout that.

One of the innumerable benefits of the prolongation of the basement siege is that it lets me
re-gather my nerve for the raccoon wars. [Also, maybe they'll move out for summer before I have
to tackle it again, making things a bit easier. ]

Thanks for mentioning the online HTML tutorials. I'll have to look them up. I figure I'll
start with HTML, then move toward Javascript and CGI. I've helped design and debug Pascal
programs and have a passing acquaintance with C [though I haven't followed its development into
C+ and C++], so I'm not particularly concerned about their being overlaid on programming
language-like structures. Now that the XML/RDF standard is beginning to take shape [first issue
now under review], I'll probably make a once-over-lightly pass on HTML to see what sorts of
things have been introduced to deal with the changed environment and pay most attention to the
others until XML [Exten51ble Mark-up Language] moves more completely off the drawing board.
It is likely to be the one we're stuck with for at least the next 5 years [fed into by HTML and
replaced by the Web equivalent of a higher-level word-processing package], so I might as well get
up to speed on it.

The GML style 'language' is rather a soapbox with me, because it's wholly unnecessary —
it stands in relation to a decent word-processing package much as a three-pass assembler stands
to a higher-level language [or, more accurately, a fully written application]. I worked with the
programmers at one printer company I used [years ago] to develop code that would translate the
output of our three then-in-use word processing packages into the GML their system wanted; and
it was dead easy — able to be done on the fly with no loss of time or accuracy — and let the
writers Just Write. Nonetheless, there's a large part of the tech writing community who Worship
GML and its descendants, from a mixture of 'baby duck syndrome' and the false pride of people
who think they're 'programming' when they couldn't program their way out of an unsealed paper
bag. It gets used like anything else that's needlessly complicated: as an excuse for shoddy, slow
work, and as a one-up-manship ploy with people who haven't had to use it yet. I've yet to see a
document in GML that couldn't have been done exactly the same, but more quickly, with fewer
errors, and with better writing [due to less disruption] using any decent writer-friendly word-
processing package — and I've yet to meet a printer who didn't have programmers capable of
writing the simple translation program needed to convert any ordinary word-processing package's
output into GML codes if the equipment was limited to GML or one of its descendants. [I
warned you it was one of my soapboxes].

Anyhow, I confidently expect it'll only take a few years of widespread Web use before
somebody [or some company, like MicroSoft] notices the folly of reverting to mark-up languages
and brings out Word-for-Web, WordPerfect-for-Web, Corel-for-Web or the like.that lets writers,
graphic designers, etc., Just Do their writing or designing or whatever and leaves to the computer
the task of generating the needed codes. That won't kill off the GML family, unfortunately; but at
least it'll reduce the excuse for insisting on it.

I had a vague recollection of hearing Michael Rennie's name associated with 7he Power in
movie form, but didn't know for sure. He must be their 'Adam Hart' character, since I gather
George Hamilton or whoever it was got the 'hero' role. Rennie would be able to pull that off
better than most. I'll definitely have to find a copy of it somewhere and see it.

Box Scores — In which I rise meteorically from 13th to 8th (huzza!). I won't make any Real
progress until three more mailings have passed [to get that last O out of the mix] and my zine
length will have to stabilize at something better than minac, but at least I'm braced for next mlg's
plunge when the 24 pages in #197 disappear.
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MAILING COMMENTS on the 203rd (cont'd) — Tennessee Trash (cont'd)

That's one of the most intriguing things about Hubble's Law: ifit's as true as claimed, it
carries the seeds for disproof of Einstein's rejection of translight speed. For Einstein to be right
[which I doubt], astrophysicists and cosmologists must jump through quite a number of hoops to
show how he can be right AND Hubble's Law be as reliable as it seems. Anyhow, thanks for
getting in on this one [and reminding me of the scalar/vector distinction — it's been awhile since I
had to use it]. If curious, I spent a couple of pages on this sort of subject earlier in a comment to
somebody else [though, off the top, I don't recall whom].

Oblio — Wow — hard to believe Scott's graduating already! Congratulations to him on his
scholarship/grant earnings. I bet he's excited about escaping high school and going to college!

I know what you mean about the 'only yesterday' factor on graduations. At that age, all
Events were memorable — vividly so. I sometimes wonder if it has to do with having fewer years
of one's life to counterbalance. I mean, when you're 10, 5 years is Half Your Life; when you're
50, 5 years is demoted to a tenth — so, in retrospect, the earlier years would Seem longer, loom
larger in memory, and so on.

I could rent live-traps for the raccoons, but raccoons are smart enough that once one was
caught and they couldn't figure out how to free it, they'd avoid the traps. By the way, tell your
friend that celery is to raccoons as catnip is to cats. We found that out by chance when we were
raising the three young ones for the state when I was growing up.

You're right about John Lennon, of course, but I didn't hear about it until I flipped on the
radio the following afternoon. One of those where we're both right.

I've been appreciating your centerfolds — a definite addition to any mailing. It's just that
sometimes I forget to mention it. As always, good zine. Much to my surprise, I think I got all the
Superhero trivia [inside back cover] right — one of the many things I learned in my association
with Steve's comics pals!

Northern Californian — No real comment — sorry! It's 3:30 a.m. and I'm hurrying to finish.
Maybe next time.

Tyndallite — Sorry about mis-attributing the small-format zines to you. It was somebody in
Myriad from Stillwater, Oklahoma, I think [dredging my memory and getting up mostly junk]. I
only remembered that after the zines were sent, so I figured I'd wait until this ish to correct the
[repeated, no less] mistake. I wonder who it was . . .

Glad you liked the reviews. Actually, I was harder on Slaves of Sleep than I should have
been — you're right, it is a nice little lightweight Arabian-Nights romp — but after all the L. Ron
Hubbard hype I'd heard over the years, I'd really expected better (and certainly not the gross
anachronism), so I kind of over-reacted. By the way, if Dianetics wants us to get rid of all our
engrams [sounds like the 'cellulite' thing of a few years ago], I'd better ask, (a) Okay, Mr. Bones,
What's an engram? and (b) Can it be that nobody like Greenpeace has started a 'save the engrams'
campaign to counter this ruthless destruction? [Sorry — it is after 3:30 and it's starting to show.]

Love the tale of J.E . Hoover and Popov — how typical of Hoover to omit mentioning that
Pearl Harbor was slated for attack in his effusive self-praise for catching Popov! Geez — and we
think the country's in a mess Now! [It is, of course, from self-serving incompetence, which may
well be worse. History, if we live so long, will tell. ]

Guilty Pleasures — Yeah, I can see Celko checking out the romance web-site and contributing a
plot for the heroic garbage worker. Actually, I'm surprised that was a problem, since one of the
givens of the genre when I was checking it out was the person who 'wasn't what he seemed but
something far better'. When I was considering trying to write for that market [but mostly for the
Gothic side of it — now probably non-existent — I developed a whole slew of plots. Only
drafted one of them, finding out I couldn't maintain the style and tone they needed for the duration
of a book. If anybody wants the stray plot, give me an e-mail address and I'll pass them along.


















