
Applying the Three-Level Framework to the Historical Record 

 

In Module 0 we developed the three-level correspondence framework. Every 
proposed parallel between a Hermetic or wisdom-tradition claim and a 
scientific claim falls into one of three categories:  

   Level 1 genuine isomorphism, where the two claims make the same 
structural statement and translate cleanly into one another.  

   Level 2 deep analogy, where the two claims are structurally similar in 
illuminating ways but do not collapse into identity.  

   Level 3 false correspondence, where the two claims merely share 
vocabulary with no real structural mapping behind the comparison. 

Let us now apply the framework to some of the cases we have encountered 
in this module. 

Five Historical Cases Evaluated 

Historical Claim Level Reasoning 

Bohr's principle of 
complementarity 
corresponds to the 
Hermetic Principle of 
Polarity 

Level 2 Both describe apparent 
opposites as aspects of 
a single unity that 
requires both poles for 
complete description. 
But Bohr's 
complementarity is 
defined on the specific 
mathematical structure 
of conjugate quantum 
observables, and the 
Principle of Polarity is a 
broader metaphysical 
claim about all 
opposition. The 
structural mapping is 
real and illuminating 



without being an 
identity. 

Schrödinger's reading 
of Vedanta shaped his 
interpretation of the 
wave function 

Level 1 (historical) This is a Level 1 claim 
in the historical 
register, meaning the 
claim about 
Schrödinger's 
biography is clearly 
true. Whether his 
Vedantic-informed 
interpretation of the 
wave function is itself 
correct physics is a 
separate question, 
which the physics 
community has never 
fully resolved. 

Heisenberg got the 
uncertainty principle 
from the Upanishads 

Level 3 Not supported by the 
historical record. 
Heisenberg formulated 
uncertainty in 1927 
before meeting Tagore 
in 1929. The claim 
conflates philosophical 
comfort (which he did 
receive from Indian 
thought) with scientific 
origination (which came 
from European 
physics). 

Wheeler's participatory 
universe corresponds to 
the Hermetic Principle 
of Mentalism 

Level 2 with 
potential Level 1 
elements 

Both say that mind or 
observation is 
fundamental to the 
structure of reality. The 
technical versions of 
Wheeler's view (it from 



bit, delayed choice) 
have precise 
mathematical content 
that does not fully 
reduce to Mentalism, 
but the core structural 
claim maps well and 
the mapping generates 
real insight in both 
directions. 

Quantum entanglement 
proves we are all 
connected in the sense 
of love and spiritual 
unity 

Level 3 Quantum entanglement 
is a specific 
mathematical relation 
between the state 
vectors of systems that 
have previously 
interacted under 
controlled conditions. It 
does not persist under 
normal thermodynamic 
interaction with the 
environment. 
Extrapolating it to 
spiritual unity uses the 
word "connection" in 
two different senses. 

 

The Discipline This Requires 

If you stay with this framework across the sixteen modules of this course, 
something useful will happen. You will start to see, almost automatically, 
when a popular claim about quantum physics and spirituality is trading on 
mere vocabulary overlaps rather than on genuine structural correspondence. 
You will also start to see when a careful claim has more going for it than the 
skeptical voices want to admit. That discernment is what the course is for. 

   It is worth saying explicitly that the framework cuts both ways. It protects 
us from overclaiming, which is the failure mode of enthusiastic spirituality. It 



also protects us from underclaiming, which is the failure mode of reflexive 
skepticism. Real Level 1 correspondences exist. Real Level 2 
correspondences exist. And real Level 3 correspondences also exist. The skill 
is sorting them. 

 


