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Introduction 
 
One reason that many people fail to achieve 
their financial goals is that they fail to 
achieve what I will later develop and ex-
plain as “their own critical mass”, that is – 
even if their business plan is fundamentally 
sound, well-timed, etc. Of course, by now 
you must be thinking: What is the secret 
formula? Why is it being withheld? Is it 
even possible … that there is some “secret 
equation” that is not so secret after all, it is 
just hidden in some obscure nuclear physics 
textbook – or in the Bible, or in the Koran, 
or else might even be inscribed onto the 
walls of some pyramid? And of course, we 
are not going to tell you … unless first of 
all, we know who you are; and why you 
want to know … perhaps we could, I mean, 
there is after all the first amendment, and 
maybe we really could “just simply tell 
you”, but why should we? 
 
Background - or "why you need a 
money bomb" 
 
If we remove fraud and exploitation from a 
business model and focus primarily on 
strategies that have strong ethics as a part of 
their core values, and if we also assume a 
large scale competitive free market situa-
tion, then it should follow that, in further 
consequence of laws of supply and demand, 
etc., that it must also follow that as eco-
nomic efficiencies increase; it ought to be-
come more difficult to achieve large gains 
through arbitrage.  This would seem to im-
ply that because of efficient markets, socie-
ties will, in general, need to move toward a 
more transparent value-added perception 

with respect to the prerequisites for sustain-
able economic growth. 
 
Yet, the notion of “achieving a critical 
mass” is usually understood in the context 
of bringing together an assemblage of 
enough fissile nuclear material, which by 
virtue of having a sufficient quantity, den-
sity, and purity, as should enable the initia-
tion and continuation of a self-sustaining 
nuclear reaction, and for such matters as 
producing useful energy, like in a nuclear 
power plant; or else – for the purpose of 
causing an explosion, e.g., as in an atomic 
bomb.  Hence, with respect to economics, 
one might by a similar line of analysis be 
inclined to introspect the various branches 
of relevant mathematics. 
 
There are other areas of important inquiry; 
wherein the notion of “achieving a critical 
mass” might bear fruit.  Some of these will 
therefore be discussed in greater depth, ac-
cording to this author’s means of providing 
such subject matter for further dis-
course.  There might be effects of turbu-
lence or the so-called Nash equilibrium, yet 
let’s get back to ‘nuking the economy, or 
else trying not to if you know what I mean. 
 
A critical mass of uranium, or plutonium 
for that matter, is achieved when on average 
each fission event produces more than one 
subsequent fission event.  The main factors 
that limit that process are when neutrons es-
cape from the fissile core, or when neutrons 
are absorbed by non-fissile materials within 
the core, which might include daughter 
products of the principal reaction. 
 
By now, it should be clear what we are hint-
ing at – when we mention “critical mass” 
and “greater than unity” in the context of 
building one’s personal wealth.  Now you 
have heard it said that “money doesn’t grow 
on trees”, or “there is no free lunch”, and all 
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the rest; but just imagine if you did have a 
money tree that bore golden fruit; season 
after season.  What would you do?  Sell the 
fruit, and live off of the proceeds of each 
harvest?  Or plant more trees, until you 
have an orchard? 
 
The Doubling Time: 
 
The doubling time is often what comes to 
mind to most people, and in economics; 
there are a few good rules of thumb to re-
member – such as the fact that at 7.2% in-
terest you can double your investments in 
just over ten years; or curiously enough, at 
10% interest; you can double your money 
in just under 7.2 years.  This is called the 
“rule of 72”, and it works fairly well; even 
all the way down to 1% interest, where after 
72 years can expect to yield a total of 
204.7% of your original investment.  Thus, 
if you can get your hands on, let’s say 
$1000.00, and invest it at 1%; you would 
only need to wait about 720 years, or actu-
ally “only” 694.2 years to build that little 
nest egg of yours.  And hopefully, there 
won’t be any inflation … ha ha ha ha ha ha 
hah! 
 
Of course, if you could achieve 1% net 
growth per day; you could turn that same 
little nest egg into your own money orchard 
in less than two years!  That’s right, and 
since there are 365*2=730 days in those 
two years; it looks like you just might also 
get an extra 35 days, over and above the 
previously mentioned 694.2 days (or rather 
investment periods) that it was earlier deter-
mined that one would need. 
 
Now perhaps you already have a couple of 
hundred thousand saved up; maybe in your 
IRA, or it is the equity in your home; in 
which case you would only need two or 
three “doublings” to make it into the mil-
lionaire’s club, and if that applies to you 

great!  Now all you need to do is to learn to 
think differently about money; because un-
til now you have probably not been think-
ing along the lines of looking at money as 
something that is both precious, and power-
ful; or maybe you have always thought that 
way; but what you haven’t been thinking is 
that you can, if you are quite careful in how 
you plan and act; that is to say; yes – you 
can build your own “money bomb” that will 
release unimaginable potentials in your life. 
 
Yet there are limits to growth, and some-
times even large stalwart companies 
fail.  Why does the bomb stop?  What if it is 
not because it runs out of fuel; but rather 
because it either blows itself apart; or else 
the reaction poisons out.  One impetus for 
economic growth is increased economic ef-
ficiency.  One method for increasing eco-
nomic efficiency is by increasing economic 
density. 
 
Some case studies, of various historical suc-
cesses and failures, might be in order.  It is 
as if I am saying, by way of the metaphor – 
that the Apple II, and therefore MS-DOS 
were like atomic bombs; in that, they were 
rapidly initiating; self-propagating money 
bombs for their creators; yet each; like 
many other products of their era, had a fi-
nite economic lifespan; and an ultimate ef-
fective extinction; yet they each gave off 
enough “light” as it were; to light the paths 
that paved the way for the Macintoshes and 
the iPhones, and Windows, and the XBOX, 
etc., that continue to shine on, at least for 
now, like stars in the sky. 
 
Greater Than Unity: 
 
Why did Apple Computer seem to go ther-
monuclear with the iPhone?  And why did 
Microsoft go “thermonuclear” with Win-
dows?  Why does a crude atomic bomb 
“pre-detonate”, and thus fail to produce the 
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prescribed yield; that is to say if there is any 
yield at all? 
 
A pivotal concept, that ought to be devel-
oped; therefore, which is relevant across all 
domains; thusly is the notion of “greater 
than unity.”  Life is filled with examples of 
potential wealth-building strategies that are 
in and of themselves – inherently “less than 
unity.”  Consider the game of roulette, for 
example.  With a house advantage of 5.26% 
on every wager, it is generally understood 
why there are other broad concepts in gam-
ing theory, regarding such notions as “the 
gambler’s fallacy”, or “the road to ruin.” 
 
Now, do you see where this is lead-
ing?  With a negative 5.29% expectation on 
every spin, you will most likely lose all that 
you have saved up in life if you just play 
roulette with your savings; and most other 
forms of gambling produce similar results 
 
Imagine ten people living in one 
house.  Now, what would happen if each of 
those people could save up a ten percent 
down payment toward their own 
home.  Then, instead of actually buying that 
second house and living there; they buy it 
and turn it into a rental.  Paradoxically, 
some large families might become very 
wealthy not only as a group; but as individ-
uals within that group; if they, as a group 
“delay their respective personal gratifica-
tions” just long enough to maintain the con-
cept of “greater than unity.” 
 
History is filled with examples, and there 
are many examples where the truth is not 
very pretty, to say the very least.  Some 
large Italian “families” in history started 
what became known as “the Mafia.”  Then 
there was also Hitler, who blamed the Jews, 
and he murdered six million, but what were 
the Jews in post-World War I Germany re-
ally doing?  Is it possible that they were 

simply being more efficient in their own 
day to day business practices, and thus they 
were able to maintain “greater than unity” 
in their collective economic affairs, even if 
the rest of Germany seemed to have to 
shoulder an unbearable economic burden 
because of the terms and conditions of the 
treaty of Versailles?   
 
What really went wrong, in those cases, that 
is, as we might try to understand it within 
the context of our model?  The answer is 
not always so simple.  There is of course 
our first principle of assembling a critical 
mass, but there are also the principles of the 
actual nuclear reaction and of course main-
taining a good containment.  This can be 
broken down further into notional aspects 
of refinement, confinement, initiation, prop-
agation, continuation, and extinction, that is 
– for the overall process of the actual deto-
nation of a simple fissile device, or the ini-
tial process of detonating a thermonuclear 
device. 

More fully addressing the root causes of 
corruption and their consequences is of 
course another matter, which will eventu-
ally be another matter for further discourse. 
Rest assured that this is not something that I 
am just somehow unaware of. 

Yet there is that other special glorious out-
come to behold; thermonuclear fusion – that 
very process that makes the stars shine – 
which can be initiated only by bringing to-
gether the right elements, at the right tem-
perature, and with the right pressures; and 
so on – so as to take the whole process to 
the next level. 
 
The World Model 
 
In the introduction, I have presented the no-
tion that concepts like "money", 
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"investment theory", "wealth building", "fi-
nancial success vs. failure", etc., can be un-
derstood within a context that is analogous 
to the design principles that are associated 
with nuclear weapons vs. nuclear power vs. 
stellar ignition, and so on. 
 
I postulate, therefore, that a successful AI 
will need a high-quality world model, 
which, IMHO would have to include some 
type of framework for such things as rela-
tivity theory, as well as for logical con-
structs concerning some type of quantum 
loop gravity, etc.  Such a framework would 
give also the program the ability to under-
stand such things as how to braid hair, "un-
derstand" what DNA is, "imagine" Mobius 
loops, and all other such things that might 
otherwise require fluency with some type of 
3D-CAD software – at least insofar as it is 
necessary to provide the AI the ability to 
formulate connection maps which are dif-
feomorphic to the geometrization of space-
time.  
 
Thus, is always interesting to contemplate 
the possibility that the Universe is actually 
just data, and that we are, of course, living 
in a simulation.  That must of course pre-
sent some kind of conundrum - and a very 
important one at that - and that is - how to 
"hack the system", and with what tools and 
materials shall we make for our best ef-
forts? 
 
Do we fire up the DeLorean and head to the 
local hardware store and buy a few kilos of 
Plutonium and build a time machine?  Or 
should we build a new type of quantum 
computer that can hopefully crack the 
Satoshi hoard?  One of my favorite comput-
ers of all time, in science fiction, that is, 
was the machine "Orac" from the 70's Brit-
ish Sci-Fi series Blake's 7.  Orac had some 
nice features, such as the ability to use (I 
think) tachyonic sub-space energy fields to 

control other computers.  Maybe I will fi-
nally build Orac.  Or maybe not quite 
yet.  Rest assured that there WILL be some 
kind of hardware associated with this pro-
ject, even if it turns out to be a simulation 
of a single quantum bit computer - it will at 
LEAST be able to sit there and blink! 
 
The World Model again comes to mind.  I 
really want to build something, eventually, 
that employs some form of speech recogni-
tion, and which can at least attempt to en-
gage in "Eliza" type conversations with its 
users.  To some extent, therefore, I suspect 
that the "power of narrative" must eventu-
ally enter into the equation, since a care-
fully written narrative can provide a VERY 
convincing interactive experience for the 
user, that is if one wants to believe that they 
are "interacting with some kind of sentient 
AI".  Likewise, if I could introduce some 
kind of simulation of at least one aspect of 
any type of quantum computer - then that 
would also be a useful step in the right di-
rection.  
 
That would then lead to an AI, that is then 
built upon layers so that on top of loop 
gravity there might be another layer where 
everything is either Rat, Cat, or 
Cheese.  That is unless you are a rat; or are 
something else.  If you are a rat, then there 
is cheese, and there are mazes.  There is 
also sex, and there are the mazes that lead 
to sex.  There are also traps, and predators, 
and prey.  There might be locked doors or 
other barriers to one’s progress … whether 
one desires wine, cheese, sex, or sleep – 
or all of the above! 
 
Everything is cheese!  Everything is 
sex!  Everything is Mazes! Or else there is 
rock, scissors, paper! 
 
Even if all I do is procure an acrylic fish 
tank, add a Parallax propeller and some 
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blinking LEDs, so that different LEDs will 
light up according to different "emotional 
states". 
 
There is also the notion of survival. 
 
The Naked Truth? 
 
Moving beyond the trivialities of thermonu-
clear detonation, ordinary stellar ignition, 
and all of that schoolboy stuff - there are 
other fun areas for exploration, and no I am 
not talking about any of those trillion-tril-
lion-carat diamond cores of some leftover 
red dwarf stars that seem to populate the 
galaxy like so much left-over pie crust. 
 
No, let's contemplate something really ex-
citing, like trying to traverse the wormhole 
that might be created if you can find a truly 
gargantuan black hole with just enough 
charge and spin so as to expose a so-called 
"naked singularity" And what if such a 
thing might just somehow expose, accord-
ingly ... a double singularity, like what you 
would find if two neutron-stars could some-
how be locked in a death spiral, like two 
serpents, each with a forked tongue, caught 
up somehow as if in a "devils embrace." 
 
Can you imagine the effects of the tidal 
forces on the Hawking Radiation? And 
what if the universe turns out to be nothing 
more than just another hall of mirrors, 
which reveals a maze of moving pathways, 
where somehow, we have no choice but to 
introduce the Riemann Zeta function since 
they’re quite simply put, is no other func-
tion that will work - in this situation, that is, 
not only as a structure-function for our field 
theory but for all string theories in general. 
 
Earlier, I mentioned that I would eventually 
like to be able to discuss the root causes of 
corruption and inequity in otherwise mod-
ern, civil societies; and yes we will be 

getting to that, eventually.  Now if you 
think that “being locked somehow in a 
devil’s embrace”, is some kind of clue 
about things to come, then yes it is, but 
there is much more to it than that. 
 
That is because, it is also important to re-
member that elements like gold and plati-
num are usually only formed from super-
novae, yet I suspect that if strong enough 
tidal forces could be exerted upon the sur-
face as well as the interior of a neutron star, 
that is by another large gravitating object – 
then mass ejections of hot dense neutron 
matter just might occur, which would of 
course rapidly deflagrate, leading to another 
possible pathway for the creation of heavy 
elements, including the aforementioned pre-
cious metals. 
 
Now if these elements are gravitationally 
bound, then the unimaginable wealth that 
might be created thusly, as we have just im-
agined – anyway, might be ever so transi-
tory, or otherwise fleeting.  That is unless 
there is somewhere, just somehow lurking, 
some kind of opportunity, or other avenues 
for escape. 
 
Suffice to say, we will get there soon 
enough.  There is much more that needs to 
be discussed, however, in order to more 
fully develop a theory of corruption, which 
is not only epistemologically, but also theo-
logically sound, this despite the fact that it 
should be possible to deduce a theory of 
corruption and of course, failure – purely on 
the basis of axiomatics, that is according to 
our rhetoric, and without any intrinsic need 
to proceed as according to some prescribed 
moral framework that has otherwise been 
handed down based upon tradition and au-
thority. 
 
Oh, and let us not forget the role of chaos, 
turbulence, and entanglements!  Then after 
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that, who knows?  Kinks in General Rela-
tivity and their implications with respect to 
fields dominated by wet, dark energy?  So 
much ever more fun awaits!  Stay tuned! 
 
About Us 
 
This is where we are supposed to tell 
you who we are ... but neither you, nor 
we, or our friends and confidants are 
ready for that. That is why we do some 
of the things that we do. Usually, before 
we shamelessly "borrow" some re-
search carried out at great expense by 
some government agency, often that 
which is so classified that it doesn't 
have a three-letter abbreviation, we will 
in some manner, try to negotiate the ap-
propriate rights to use that material, for 
whatever such purposes as we require, 
thus avoiding any sort of terrible mis-
underestimation. In many cases, purely 
verbal negotiations, or otherwise per-
sonal relations have occurred, where 
only a limited reduction to writing has 
occurred with respect to such arrange-
ments - often with a certain quality of 
understanding that we will try to respect 
the proper degrees of discretion that 
might be necessary, or which are ordi-
narily understood to exist, and thus if 
possible, we will try to respect the pri-
vacy of some, who are not a necessary 
part of this story, at least for as much as 
we are able. 

 Likewise, as recent news events have 
indicated, sometimes it is necessary for 
us to "break privilege", so to speak, 
when a client or confidant might be a 
danger to others. Cognizant of that, we 
operate with a similar understanding of 
discretion, but we nonetheless will exer-
cise the ordinary discretion of a proper 
journalistic enterprise with respect to 
our sources and our reporting. 

 In the real world, of course, that is not 
always possible, especially when we 
wish to write an utterly damning expose 
on someone we really don't like, and 
especially when the nature of our inten-
tion is to utterly repudiate their charac-
ter based on our true best estimate of 
their inner nature. Thus, when we at-
tempt to utterly mortify a public figure or 
other corrupt institution, it is likely with 
good cause, even if we can at best sup-
port it sometimes with merely a scintilla 
of evidence. 

Yet let us be clear, while a scintilla of 
evidence might be just a little more than 
nothing, it is nonetheless something, 
and by virtue of the fact that it is some-
thing, and not merely nothing, where 
there is at least a scintilla, there is cer-
tainly at least something, and that 
something, at least, is quite often all 
that is needed for someone to come for-
ward and open a more proper investi-
gate, or else judicial investigation within 
such a body as word normally be the 
sort of venue to more closely examine 
such things as there may be, that is to 
say, if even under oath. 

Or else we can simply pursue justice in 
the political arena, and try to restore the 
proper equilibrium of the balance, and 
thus be exposing and moving beyond 
the equivocation of the facade in the 
current climate, we can continue to 
move on, once the implications of the 
innuendoes that we wish to prescribe 
have been realized. 

If none of this applies to you, you may 
proceed.  If any of this applies to you, 
you have been warned.  If you can't find 
a check box that says "I AGREE", then 
get out your checkbook, as your taxes 
are about to go WAY UP! 
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