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Hermann (1971), quoted p. 23. Letter from Planck to Robert Williams Wood,
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of passing through the prism. Newton disagreed that somehow the prism adds colour
and conducted two experiments. In the first he passed a beam of white light through
a prism to produce the spectrum of colours and allowed a single colour to pass
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in the universe. It was a matter of convention and convenience that had led to the
introduction of various measuring systems at different places and times in human
history, the latest being the measurement of length in metres, time in seconds, and
mass in kilograms. Using h and two other constants, the speed of light c and Newton’s
gravitational constant G, Planck calculated values of length, mass and time that were
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