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<snip>

Many respectable people feel these ideas are worth considering, and the
ideas interest me.

What about the ideas held by the _majority_ of respectable scientists? Are
they not worth considering? Fred Hoyle knew a lot and was a great thinker,
but even he went off the rails eventually.

There can be two reasons why an "idea" is not mainstream. The normal one is
that it is pants. One in a Bazillion turn out to be a great idea awaiting
it's time.

Take your pick on the odds.

When are you going to learn calculus? You have such a boner for
Leibniz's ideas, why do you shun calculus?

I don't shun calculus.

I'm just interested in other types of mathematics, particulary the
mathematics at the heart of chaos, complexity, and game theory.

This is going to come back an haunt you.
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