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On Mar 10, 11:16 pm, Michael Helland <mobyd...@XXXXXXXXX> wrote:
<ship> mikes programming attempt

so predict something from this... you can't sorry this is just little
Pseudo programming that substitutes for nothing.
Exactly correct.
really you admit its nothing but pseudo code... cool...
This is step 1 of 3, following the scheme of information science.

The information processing task in step 2 is innovative.

not so, since it hasn't been shown to make a prediction and the
program you wrote is not unique... sorry mike... your wrong again....

Step 3 is where predictions made.

When where, hasn't happened, therefore you're a con—artist and a crank
trying to peddle your cheap junk to anyone you meet...

<snip>

Your not qualified as exemplified by the fact you can't answer my
simple questions.

Says you.
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Fortunately, your subjective feelings are inconsequential to reality.
You wish, but this is hardly a subjective judgement, and that is not a
claim you can make being a devout fool.
Mike | was being sarcastic about your program it is not a simple
program, and you have been asked to make a prediction for 4 years and

haven't therefore i believe it is time you do so, or give it up.

Cheers
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