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Once upon a tim e ........
teeeerenrensensansnsensesensnnnnsensesiN€re was a French soldier called D escartes.

One ne evening, as he was passing through a battle ground, he saw Tam ’ sitting happily
on the wall of sound m etaphysics.

He gazed at it for a whil, and | after a bit of thinking | proclaim ed:

\I think, therefore Tam (ie., Iexist)" @ iscourse on M ethod, 1637).

Tam ’ an iled at hin , easing itself into its com fortable classical seat on the tallwall.

T hree hundred years went by. Em pires declined and 1], and em pires were bom.
Yet, nothing really deterred Tam ’ from its privileged pedestal.
N othing, that is, that was asm om entous as what was to happen.

Then, In 1900, P lJanck glin psed the Quantum . O nce re ned by H eisenberg, Schrodinger,
and D irac, this Quantum lead to the great 2llof Tam’. Fora quantal Tam '’ ismercly a
botential’ (or inde nite) Tam ’ and not necessarily an actual (orde nite) Tam’.

O i went tumbling down the wall of sound m etaphysics, utterly bem used.

A s luck would have i, a brave and m ighty knight called B ohr was passing by, jist in tim e
to save it | s0 he thought. W hile still riding on hisun inching classicalhorse, he charged
In w ith his cutting quantal sword and decreed:

\Iam classical, therefore Tam " (C openhagen, 1935).

But, clearly, his decree did not have the right ring to it. For the classical could not be
distilled from the quantal. T his, in fact, was the very rason for the plight of Tam ’!

Yet, Bohr found m any followers in his crusade to save Tam ' | all happy and content, if
not com placent. A nd his decree m ight have been nal, had it not been for the heretics like
E instein, Bohm , W igner, and E verett.

W ith som e help from his Ingenious confederate von N eum ann, W igner sought to m end the
weakness of Bohr's decree. He reached out deep into his own psyche and summ ised:

\Iam (conscious), therefore Iam " (P rinceton, 1961).
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But this did not sound tautologous perhaps only to the G od ofM oses (E xodus 3:14).

For Bohm , on the other hand, the quantal was too much. He was quie happy to be
classical, even if he would have to ram ain hidden’ for it. So, in the face of B ohr’s decree,
he dared divulge his schem e:

\I clak (and unclak only non-lbcally), therefore Tam " (London, 1952).

A Tthough Lord K rishna got away w ith such a specious trick B hagavad-G ita 72425, 8:18-
21, 94-5), Everett was clearly opposed to it | vehem ently opposed to it. For he preferred
to be purely quantalallthe way! N o, no, no, D avid, he exclain ed,

\I split, therefore Tam " (P rinceton, 1957).

(A pologies to K arelK uchar; cf. The G arden of Forking P aths, Jorge Luis Borges, 1941.)

T his splitting did a lot of good to C aptain K irk as he boldly took his starship Enterprise
w here no m an had gone before.

But others did not feel like solitting | or cloaking, for that m atter.

And then there was this curious cam p in the battle eld, still in awe of Bohr. O ne of the
m any puissant em issaries of this largest and oldest cam p was G ell:M ann. Rem Iniscent of
Bohr's decree, he appealed to the environm ent and m aintained:

\I decohere, therefore, FAPP, Tam " O LP, 1962 —Omnes, 1994).
(A pologies, again, to K arelK uchar.)

T his seem ed to do a Iot of good for quantum cosm ology, if not for quantum gravity.

W ell, perhaps, frowned the mutineers, who found no prudence in decoherence. They
preferred the genuine Tam '’ and not a FAPP Tam'’. A FAPP YTam’, they cried out, is
stillonly a potential’ Tam’, not an actual’ Tam ’ | aFAPP Tam'’isno Tam'!

A nd, so, they longed form ore than just decoherence | so m uch m ore that they established
a am all outpost of their own, and conspired to fudge the Q uantum . T he com m ander-in—
chief ofthis an allbut worthy faction was G hirardi. From the sanctuary of their godfather
John Bell, G hirardi gathered his troops together and declared:

\I spontaneously localize, therefore Tam " (Ttaly, 1986).

But their fudge rem ained ad hoc as their physics rem ained cbscure. A nd m ost em barrass—
Ingly, there also ram ained the tails’ of Schrodinger’s C at. They just would not go away.
E instein surely would not have liked this | neither would have D escartes, for that m atter.
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T he tails did not bother Bell though. W hen T am ’ questioned hin about them at a tak
atM IT in 1990 shortly before his prem ature death, he quipped in his characteristic Trish
tone: \Your worries are irrational."

They did bother som ¢, however, lke A bert and Loewer (1990, 1996), who would rather
have theirm inds split a Ia E verett than have these tailsdaw dle around. A nd even Shim ony
| a staunch partisan of the fudge | was som ew hat concemed about T am ’ if, despite a
cleverer fudge, the tailswere to rem ain (1991).

O thersm um ured that G ravity was the culprit fiudging the Q uantum . T hem ost prom inent
voice am ong these was that of Penrose. Unfortunately, he appeared to be m ore concemed
about \orchestrating" the state of the elusive conscious rather than the state of the poor
T am ’. N evertheless, as one of the central strategies for accom plishing his prin ary goalto
fathom the conscious, he contended:

\I quantum gravitate, therefore Tam " © xford, 1989, 1994).

He would rather quantum gravitate and, as a resul, non-algorithm ically spontaneously
localize than just boringly decohere.

But, again, no one was there to eradicate the tails. N ot even G raviy the E xotic. Surely,
the fudge was so constructed that the tails were able to ool P hysics; and, thus, it was
possible to relocate Tam ’ on the wall of alm ost sound physics. But, of course, that is not
where the poor T am ’ belonged; and M etaphysics was not going to be fooled by such an
obtuse trick . For, to M etaphysics, the tails were asm onstrous as the C at itself!

A Jas! Tt was not possible to put T am ’ back on the wall of sound m etaphysics even w ith
the help of G ravity. O f course, G ellM ann alone | or DLP (1962) or Hepp (1972), for
that m atter, long before hin | could have put Tam ’ on the wallof alm ost sound physics
| and w ithout resorting to the fiudge! But that was not the place for Tam ‘.

If Tam 'wasto ramain Tam ’, it had to be reestablished on the wallof sound m etaphysics,
not just physics | abeit w ith the help of mir Physics. SO, cevevrecenennee

.....wwas Tam "an o shoot ofa cleverer version of spontaneous—localization due to quantum —
gravitation? Or was i an intricate m anifestation of a yet-to-be-discovered much m ore
elegant and subtle non-com putabk facet of the unknow n quantum theory of gravity?

Tam ' knew not.
For, as Iong as the tails of the Schrodinger’s C at lingered, Tam’'wasno Tam’.

Thus, fornow, T am '’ lay shattered at the bottom of the wall it sought to top, as all the
Q ueen’s horses and allthe Q ueen’sm en toil to put the poor Tam ' back together again. }
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