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	[image: CYCLING]
	The bicycling Einstein. Un-fortunately Einstein also was bicycling in the physics, his theories of relativity does not hold for a critical analysis. Many scientists have pointed out the weaknesses in his theories but without any apparent effect on it. This sad mentality disqualify the modern physic’s ability of finding truth in physics.


¨¨¨
EINSTEIN’S THEORY OF RELATIVITY
A BRIEF ANALYSIS
Einstein’s theory of relativity, both the special and the general, belongs to the most well known mental buildings in philosophy and science. The number of published works today can be counted in tens of thousands (no one knows exactly) and the originator himself, Albert Einstein has been subject for a countless number of person biographical  works.
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The interest for his person in many respects can be compared with the interest dedicated the great religious leaders (Jesus, Mohammed) or the great prophets or founders of the great political mass movements (Marx, Lenin). And dealing witthetheory also reminds what is characterizing such mass movements and doctrinaire systems.

Characteristics common for all types of those mass movements are the presence of a doctrinaire system of theses not permitted to be questioned, a prophet or dominant leader with an unlimited authority, a church or institution administrating the doctrines and a lot of high priests, predecessors of the scientific power establishment.

The fact that a mental building has been widely spread and got broad acceptance necessarily not constitutes any guarantee for that a theory is correct and true. In a flashback of the history looking at theory buildings of similar dogmatic nature, inspire 
to reflection. 

Most of these theories that were supported by the power elite, both in science and in church during a long period of time, were later on revealed as totally mad and wrong. In most cases change was 
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propelled, not by the scientific community itself, but by individual well informed peoples, thinkers and true scientists, most often working in direct confrontation with  the current opinion, sometimes with risk for their own lives, incorruptible and brave peoples who placed the truth on the first place in their scientific work. We know that there still exist such peoples active in our time but their messages are like a silent voice in the dessert, few are prepared to listen. 

To officially cast suspicion upon the theory of relativity, hence exposing it for criticism, is to confess your silliness and that you not has grasped anything. H.C.Andersen’s anecdote of the emperor’s new closes gives a good illustration. Persons who not were competent for their jobs, could not see the nice clothes the emperor was wearing, woven by the lying and cunning weavers. An innocent child said that which the prudent peoples not dared to confess, namely that the emperor was naked and that his clothes just was bluff and humbug.

Einstein’s theory is naked but very few dare to confess it. What the theory has to offer of solution of real physical problems are only of pure fictive and imaginary nature, in the same way as in the story of 
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the emperor’s new clothes, lacking substance and content. It’s apparent that most problems, which plead for a solution within the conceptual framework of this theory, only is of artificial, fictive and imaginary nature.

A theory that has got so a large spreading and common acceptance in the world of science, impossibly can be wrong! How can serious working scientists be so mad that they support an erroneous theory for so long time, spending so much time, sweat and troubles on a hopeless erroneous idea? Is the fact that a theory get large acceptances a guaranty of that a theory is correct and true? No. In a flashback of the history of science,  many theories have got large support during long periods of time, but was later on shown to be totally wrong. And the historians cannot either really explain why some theories or thoughts get a higher degree of acceptance and penetration than other comparable and competing alternative theories. 

One reason of the popularity may be that the theory of relativity contains parts of mystic and elements of near religious supernatural nature. Many are attracted by such things, even scientist obviously. The theory also has a pronounced mathematical 
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structure that attracts personalities specifically appreciating theoretical abstractions, not being disturbed by the fact that these abstractions not correspond to anything real in the outside world. The theory has been criticized by many since its birth, by individual researchers, prominent scientists as well as by more unknown individual researchers, both from outside and inside the scientific and academic community. But commonly all this critics has been leafed not-answered. The relativists feel so secure and so safe in their position, that they not bother to reply to a given criticism. Silence is one of the weapon used, exposing an enormous self-reliance, superciliousness and disregards against them who venture to hint doubts about Einstein’s theories.

The question of right or wrong, contrary to what commonly is declared, not only is a question of the presence of substantial facts. Many other factors involved are of significant importance, factors being of quite another nature than pure scientific. That is a fruitful field of research engaging historians trying to understand the mechanisms behind development of scientific theories and how the scientific community works.
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One important factor in this trend is the control of power of knowledge. When a theory has been established, it seems not so important whether the theory is correct or wrong. What is important is to maintain the position of power that has been reached. 

That gives access to money, prestige and power over the research resources, both regarding money and human brain resources.

The theory of relativity has been very successful in that special task. The relativists have reached a position which they not are prepared to give up, even if alternative theories should be offered, which in a better way would describe the world around us. And the relativists have of that reason got access to very great resources as well as succeeded to usurp common sympathy from peoples in common, from mass media, from publishing houses, from contributors of different kinds, giving money or pure moral support to the research  activity  associated to the theory. In this way the relativists have reached full control of the free scientific press and the mass media, which without any murmur of protest proceed to spread the Einsteinium dogmas. Given critics or offering competitive alternative theories can in this way effectively be suppressed, controlled 
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and stopped. Many who start to have a very positive attitude to Einstein and his theories, in addition having real ambitions of understand and learning the theory, very soon is frustrated and give up.  They give up, not because of intellectual inability to understand, but because there is nothing substantial to be understood. Those who still support the theory, saying they have grasped something or at least giving impression of it, obviously not is disturbed by the fact that the theory just is producing empty, fictive and imaginary results. 
And to dig one’s way out of the labyrinth of relativity mostly seems to be a hopeless and frustrating task, claiming a waste of time and effort resulting in nothing. And a critical analysis of the theory, based on common scientific methods, of common sense and logical analysis, produces pure confusions which intelligent persons claiming logical consequences of their thinking, impossibly can accept.

The confusions arises by that all the time logical contradictions are pointed out, amplified by that the basic concepts used are elastic and continuously accommodated in time to that the ongoing analysis produces their own problems. By this way everything seems to float around in a chaotic 
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mixture of hypothetical concepts and assumptions  impossible to get in any structure and order.
In spite of that the theory now is more than 100 years old, the relativists themselves are not in agree how the basic concepts of the theory shall be interpreted or how the critics of the theory shall be treated. In the light of all given criticism, if the theory was to be regarded as normal science, not much would remain by it. But obviously the theory is not normal science but something quite else, it seems to balance in the grey zone of science, science fiction, religion and pure philosophy not reachable for any common analytical method.

Science is said to be a self-controlled process where erroneous theories automatically are eliminated. But that seems not to be true for this theory  that consequently seems to disregard basic, ethical rules of science. In spite of that the critics since long time ago has rejected the theory from the scene of science, the theory seems today  more popular than even before.

The relativists will make show of being sound and rational in their thinking, but at the same time one are prepared to accept conclusions which are completely against ever scientific rule and all common sense. And without any sign of self-
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criticism one are manipulating nature on pure arbitrary basis, refusing the ability of the human mind of deciding right or wrong, true or false.

“Common sense”, Einstein said,  “only is these predestined meanings a man works out when 18-teen, then keeping these ideas the life out”.  And when the theory produces obvious contradicting results, one even are prepared to dispute the ability of the human intellect, that instead of rejecting the theory as physically invalid. By this criminal and dishonest attitude, the theory of relativity has
been a hint for a true and sound searching for truth in science and the way of solving the deep mysteries of nature.

AND WHAT CONTAIN  THE THEORY?
Einstein’s theory from 1905 is founded on two basic hypotheses or concepts, even named postulates, which are as follows :

I: “THE SAME LAWS OF ELECTRO-DYNAMICS WILL BE VALID FOR ALL FRAMES OF REFERENSES FOR WHICH THE EQUATIONS OF MECHANICS HOLD GOOD” 
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II:  “LIGHT IS ALWAYS PROPAGATED IN EMPTY SPACE  
WITH A DEFINITE SPEED, c, WHICH IS INDEPENDENT OF   THE STATE OF MOTION OF THE EMITTING BODY”.

Einstein published his theory in year 1905 of the title “ON THE ELECTRODYNAMICS OF MOVING BODIES”. Another principle being a part of the theory and also giving the theory   its popular name is “THE PRINCIPLE OF RELATIVITY”  from the beginning originated  by Poincar’e about five years before that Einstein published his theory.

The including of the relativity principle shows that the Einstein’s second postulate was Incomplete, which conceals that Einstein himself not understood the meaning of his own postulate. The principle namely imply that the velocity of light in free space is invariant even to an observer moving in relation to the source, that is to say, the propagation of light is a real universal invariant cosmic constant, useable as a reference for all movements in the physical world. Of that reason the second postulate has to be redefined to:

II. THE PROPAGATING VELOCITY OF LIGHT IN THIS 
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WAY IT CAN BE MEASURED BY ANY OBSERVER IS ALWAYS CONSTANT AND INDEPENDENT OF BO9TH SOURCE AND OBSERVER MOVEMENTS. 
In a personal letter from Einstein to a friend of him, Erwin Finley Freundlich 1913 he says 
“IF THE SPEED OF LIGHT IN THE LEAST BIT IS AFFECTED BY THE SPEED OF THE LIGHT SOURCE, THEN MY WHOLE THEORY OF RELATI-VITY AND THE THEORY OF GRAVITY IS FALSE.”


HISTORY IN BRIEF

All revolutionary theories have had its own prehistory. A new theory will not pop up from nothing, it will be a product of many individual contributors both successful and less successful collected over a long period of time. 

In this time when Einstein suggested his theory, it had been preceded by a tedious scientific debate about properties of space and the basic nature of light. In the first place it was the ether theories for the propagation of light which was dominating the debate and which was amplified by Maxwell’s electromagnetic theory from 1873.
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Einstein was one of these persons who in this chaotic situation presented a quite different and radical idea. Instead of solving the problems that were discussed, he declared them as non-existent. He did that by introducing two postulates, where one of  them proclaimed that the propagating velocity of light in vacuum was an absolute physical constant, not effected either by movements of the source nor by movements of the observer. The ether concept was eliminated, replacing it by nothing. Einstein has been praised for his originality and boldness while he suggested principles of nature that was challenging common sense. 

However, his originality can be put into question because research has shown that many of his ideas were common known long before him. But Einstein was lucky because his ideas were accepted by a group of well known and prominent academics of that time : von Laue, Minkowski, Lorenz, Mach, Planck, Poincar’e and others. Einstein became an enormous authority in science and became a symbol for geniality and originality, a guarantee for that the theory of relativity was correct and true.
Einstein’s theory of relativity was published 1905 
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by the name “ON THE ELECTRODYNAMICS OF MOVING BODIES”

The special theory was later followed by the general theory 1916. Besides these works, for which he got his most fame, he did achievements in the area of quantum physics,  the photo electrical effect”, a theory that later gave him the Nobel Prize Award. Hence not, contrary to what commonly is believed, he did not get the prize for his relativity theory that was judged to be too controversial of the members of the Swedish Nobel Committee.

Einstein published his theory at a time c of  a climax of debate concerning the fundamental nature of light and space going on since Newton’s days. So, much was discussed and investigated when Einstein entered the scene. At an official lectures about five years earlier Poincar’e had suggested THE PRINCIPLE OF RELATIVITY in Paris and in St. Louis in USA. THE LENGTH CONTRACTION OF PHYSICAL OBJECTS had been suggested 1892 by Lorenz and Fitzgerald undependable of each other as a suggestion of solving Michelson and  Morley’s
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experiments some years earlier with beginning from 1887 (note however that  length contraction never has been proved experimentally, hence not any physical reality). THE TIME DILATION HYPOTHESIS saying that physical clocks will slow down as a result of moving in relation to a light  source was suggested by  J.Larmor already 1900 and the formula for it is that formula used in the modern particle physics (hence not Einstein’s original formulae).

THE MASS INCREASE of moving particles was experimentally discovered by Kaufman in 1901, hence was no theoretical prediction by the relativity theory. This phenomenon some years later was investigated by A. Pais and Lorenz who also were suggesting mathematical expressions for this mass increase, expressions which appear in Einstein’s theory later

And even THE FORMULA E=m.c2 suggesting a close relationship between energy and mass was suggested several years before Einstein by Lorenz, Poincar’e, Langevin and others. THE MATHEMATICS OF SPACE AND
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TIME was developed by Lorentz and appear in the theory of relativity later.

THE CONSTANT PROPAGATING VELOCITY OF LIGHT IN VACUUM had with increasing precision been confirmed by experiments with beginning by Ole Röemer in the seventeenth century but not covered by any ultimate experiments including moving sources and observers, which Einstein’s theory claims. It was not any great achievement to suggest it and the risk of disclosing it was minimal. And in addition, from the beginning it was Maxwell’s idea to define that the velocity of light from moving sources was invariant and he had good reasons for it because his theory was an ether theory. Einstein had no such concrete reason to offer.

Hence, Einstein’s theory was mainly constructed by two fundamental postulates, combined with the principle of relativity. The theory generates results that violate common sense, but the theory has in spite of that succeeded to get common acceptance.

That is very strange in light of the fact that science 
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in common is very careful in judging results from new theories.

A BRIEF EXAMINATION OF THESIS AND RESULTS
A brief list over some “physical facts” which are treated in the theory of relativity may looks like as follows :

The velocity of light in that way it can be measured by an observer (by using measuring rods and clocks),  always is constant undependable by whether the source or the observer move 

Only relative movements between objects is physically relevant, absolute movements cannot be either measured, nor defined 

Physical clocks go slower as result of relative movements in relation to another objects moving in the vicinity 

Absolute time doesn’t exists and cannot even be defined.

Relative velocity between two objects cannot exceed the standard velocity of light even if each single object move with velocity c relative a common point.
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Physical objects contract as function of relative motion in relation to another objects in the vicinity void.

The mass content of physical objects increases as function of relative movement related to an object in the vicinity

An event that for one observer is apprehended as simultaneous is not simultaneous for another observer who move in relation to the first observer

Einstein’s theories can in many respects be compared with a labyrinth without way out. This person who want to understand will very soon feel frustrated and desperate. The reason to it depends on using not precise and elastic definitions that are changed all the time critics points out logical contradictions produced by the theory itself. And the supporters all the time are prepared to defend the theory against every such attack..


TIME DILATION

Einstein’s theory says that physical clocks go slower in a system that moves compared with clocks 
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in another system, being in rest. However, it’s not clear if this effect is real (physical clocks really go slower which can be registered by inspection afterwards) or only imaginary (hence being only a pseudo effect caused by that light rays delay the information between the clock and the observer of the clock). This distinction is essential but the supporters of the theory never have succeeded to make this distinction clear.

Hence, a clock situated on the earth’s equator will be slowed down in relation to a clock situated on the north pole (all that in accord with Einstein’s own example), but not valid for pendulum clocks or mechanical clocks of some very strange reason (if Einstein’s idea has to be taken seriously, the time concept cannot be dependent of what kind of watch is used for its measurement). Even life processes and chemical processes go slower in accord with velocity, an idea that has given  rise to the “twin paradox”. For demonstrating the time dilation effect, Einstein suggested   two twin brothers where one of them was starting a long journey in space, approaching near the velocity of light and where the other brother reminded on earth. 

When returning, the travelling brother was  said to 
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be younger than his twin brother staying in rest on earth.

But critics has pointed out that, using the relativistic principle, that both brothers have the same moving status, which means, they both have the same rights to say they are in rest or they are travelling. 

This critic has irritated supporters ever since beginning, by reason that it leads to a paradox. The reason for that is simple and easy to understand. The predicted physical effect is namely based solely on the special theory where no consideration has been taken to the presence of mass, force and acceleration in the systems. Hence, when only relative movement as active factor is present, it is impossible to determine whether the travelling space ship is moving or the earth is moving. In a physical point of view, the two systems are symmetrical and equal.
Even convinced relativists have realized that dilemma but not drawn the correct consequence by it, namely that the idea is mad and wrong. 
They deny presence of a paradox by introducing factors that not were present in the original example. By saying that the travelling twin brother is more accelerated than the other brother, then they insist on they have eliminated the paradox. But by that one 
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have rejected Einstein’s own proposal and replaced it by another theory, that  we assume, not was the intention. 
But even if this idea works, this way of eliminating the paradox easily can be rejected. If both twin brothers start a journey at the same time, but in the opposite directions, two completely symmetricalsystems are achieved. In this case it’s not possible to argue for a time dilation effect  even if every physical parameters are  included.

ATOMIC WATCHES

During several years atomic clocks have been installed all around the world for many  different purposes. 

These watches are very precise and stable,  and if Einstein’s prediction was true, the accumulated  effect from clocks placed out on different places easily would be observed. 

But no such effects have been registered (Einstein predicted differences between a  clock placed on the equator and the pole by     a factor ½.t(v/c)2 ). But the relativists blame that fact on that the theory of relativity not is valid for rotating movements and 
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that   factors of acceleration and gravitation eliminates the predicted effect. So where in Universe can we find a place where this experiment can be performed?


LENGTH CONTRACTION

Length contraction of physical objects as function of relative motion is another meaningless pseudo effect proposed by the theory. The appearance of this idea emanates from Lorenz and Fitzgerald’s suggestion of solving a problem in Michelson and Morley’s light ether experiment, which contrary prediction gave zero result. The physical motivation to the length contraction effect was that the assumed light ether actuated a pressure in the direction of motion, pressing parts of the apparatus together. 

Obviously, it was this idea that inspired Einstein, but inhibited at the same time the suggested physical reason to it (the ether drag), replacing it by a meaningless nothing.
 
Experiments have been performed in purpose to 
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verify length contraction, but for obvious reasons that is troublesome because the measuring rods used will contract in the same degree as that object which is subject for measurement.

Even convinced relativists have realized that fact, but used it as an argument for that the theory is true. The effect exists but cannot be detected in your own reference system..

But the length contraction is real if you try to measure a rod belonging another reference system. The reasoning is approximately as follows:
A person in system A is observing a well known object in system B and find that the object observed is shorter compared with the own reference object.
A person in system B is observing a well known object in system A and find that the object observed is shorter compared with the own reference object.
There are 2 possible alternatives of solution 
1) The picture of the observed object is distorted by the limited speed of the light rays. 
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2) The effect is of real nature as suggested from the beginning by Lorenz and Fitzgerald’s hypothesis.  In the second case the contraction effect would be the same in both the systems, hence being irrelevant in a pure physical point of view, and a complete meaningless physical concept. 

In the first case the effect is pure imagined and not real. This effect can be motivated by the fact that information consume time, hence giving rise to distortion of the observed object. But such effects can be considered and predicted by ordinary classic theory, the theory of relativity is not necessary to be used..

SIMULTANEITY

One of the most strange and perverse results of the theory is how the concept of an event the is how the concept of an event is treated. The theory says that a single event not is simultaneous for two observers who move with different velocities in relation to the observed event. That may be interpreted in two different ways. 
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In the same way as we interpreted time dilation and length contraction one of the alternative is to interpret the effect just as a distortion effect caused by that light consume time for transmitting the information of the event 

the other interpretation is that the event really is equivalent with two separate events, or several events, one separate event for every separate observer.

The first interpretation may be acceptable in a physical point of view, but being only an illusive effect.

But there is still only one event for both observers, they only apprehend the event on two different times. In the other interpretation we override the border of what we regard as normal science. 

The idea that the same event would be different events dependent of who is the observer, is absurd and lack reality. 

To give an some absurd example : The US president J.F. Kennedy was murdered by a shoot in Dallas the 22nd of November 1963. If someone would 
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imply this murder was many murders, one murder for each single person who heard of this event, he should be regarded as a complete idiot. Obviously not Einstein and his supporters do that.

FIXATION OF  THE LIMITS OF VELOCITY

Another remarkable effect of relativity is that velocities not can be added arithmetically. If for instance two cars drive on a road with 100 km/hour each, but in different directions, the relative velocity between them will be 200 km/hour, that in accord with normal calculations. 
In the relativity theory, that is correct with good accuracy for low velocities, but not for very high velocities. Because the maximum velocity possible to define is limited to c, the velocity of light, Einstein was forced to construct an artificial formula that gave this limit as awaited by the theory’s basic postulate. 

Of course all that is pure fiction, constructed results having the only motivation that Einstein’s theory claims it. The idea serves no purpose and deserves not to be taken seriously.
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MASS INCREASE

As here discussed before in examining this theory, the mass increasing phenomenon, if interpreted as such an effect, was discovered by experiment with cathode rays(electrons) so early as in 1901. Hence, the phenomenon was not predicted by the theory of relativity but was enclosed in the theory some years later. Before that several other scientists had developed the experimental results as well as even presented mathematical expressions for it, being similar as in Einstein’s theory later. 
The physical reason to the mass increase phenomenon may be discussed, but there is no reason to interpret it as an effect of relativistic concepts. The effect only has been registered when accelerating elementary particles in particle accelerators, so the most probable reason is that the effect is of pure electromagnetic nature. 
There is no reason that a rocket in free space, for instance, driven forwards by its own force, should increase in mass. 
No matter the reason to this phenomenon, we can be sure of that this effect has nothing with relativity to 
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do. Those theoretical formulae derived to the greatest extent is built on classic Newtonian laws of mass, energy and force, parameters not contained in the origin theory of relativity.

As a remark, Einstein suggested 2 different expressions for the same particle, one for each moving direction, one for the linear direction, one for the transversal direction. No one of these expressions correspond with this formula that is used in the modern particle physics

THE DOPPLER EFFECT

The Doppler effect “ is named after the discover Christian Doppler. The effect is created by that sound propagates through a medium, air. But even for light there are similar effects, indicated by that the wavelength is displaced in direction of blue when the source approach and displaced against red in the opposite case. Einstein’s supporters mean that it is an easy task to explain the effect within the conceptual framework of the theory. But sorry to say, the arguments here is weak as usual. They think that the Doppler shift has the same 
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cause as for sound in air, but it cannot be. The 
reason for it is that light has no ether to propagate in. so there is no physical mechanism available to motivate the “relativistic Doppler effect”. So the Doppler/sound/air model doesn’t work, but the theory of relativity doesn’t confess it.  The only remaining reason to the equivalent Doppler shift is that the light velocity effected by the relative velocity between source and observer, but then the theory once time for all must be rejected as invalid. It’s easy to understand that but few are prepared to take this step.

EINSTEIN’a GRAVITY THEORY

· In Einstein’s world gravitation is no force, just a curvature in free space. So if we load a spring with a heavy stone, then letting the spring do a work on that spring, we have done a   “free energy machine”. The conclusion is that no energy (force times distance) is needed when pressing the spring together but that energy is developed when releasing the spring. In this way Einstein’s theory has overtrumped the energy preserving law, which means that energy can be created from nothing…….
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IN THE HEAD OF A CONVINCED RELATIVIST
Einstein’s theory of relativity is said to be science in its true meaning, but is defended by their supporters by un-scientific methods. And for legitimisation, he has developed a kind of a system or method, making it possible for him to in every thinkable situation of external criticism, defend or reject it as ignorance or just ill will.

Besides learning the relativistic dogmas, a convinced supporter of the theory of relativity must learn the most effective way of neutralizing the criticism. Methods used are, as to mention some of them, to put the opponent’s scientific competence into question, and from time to time even put his honourable intentions and moralistic honesty into question. And therefore, to discussing the theory with a convinced supporter of the theory, is a depressing and hopeless task that seldom leads to any clarifying conclusions. A debate with a convinced  relativist may look as follows, usually following a predestined pattern: 

At start, the debate uses to be rather calm and silence. The  “relativist” want to make sense of being an objective and serious scientist. But in a 
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later stage, when he discover that his opponent not is so easy to convince, he start changing his attitude and argumentation, being more aggressive. Then  his arguments begin to be more and more apart from science and he begin to use subjective and unjust argumentation.

Einstein’s theory is founded on two basic postulates, that of the constant propagating of light velocity, used as a universal, common reference, together with the postulate that all physical laws are the same in all inertial systems, moving with constant, linear velocity.
The opponent: (O): Is it true that these two postulates are enough as base for the whole theory building? 

The relativist (R): Yes, it’s so. They are fully enough. It was Einstein’s genius to in this way succeeded to simplify physics. However, in the general theory it was added another postulate, that of the equivalence between heavy and inertial mass, the theory was in this way done complete.

(O): Hence, does that imply that if somebody can 
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show that the constant velocity of light hypothesis not always is true, that can be used as an argument against the theory?  (In fact, Einstein himself said that was possible).

(R):  Yes, it’s true. But no experiments up to now have shown that the light velocity is variant, all experiments show that Einstein was correct on this point.

(O): How can you be so sure about that? Several experiments with light that have been performed during periods of many centuries, like as well can be interpreted in the way that light velocity according to the emission theories, show that light only is invariant in relation to its source but not in free space…
Hence, isn’t possible that only is a question of how you like to interpret an experiment, just in this way? And which theory that belongs to your personal favourite theory?

(R): That is wrong! No experiment has violated the relativistic postulate! 
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(O) : In my opinion, I mean that it was a very strange and farfetched idea to use the light velocity in vacuum as a common reference parameter for all processes and all movements taking place in Universe. What have the free velocity of light to do with other kinds of physical processes taking place in matte? If one had made use of the standard velocity of light as measured for sources in rest and observers in rest, there had been no problem, 
OK, so it had been not much to discuss about. But by the done definition, a lot of very strange pseudo effects have arisen, where scientists are prepared to explain things in physics which has nothing to do with light propagation or how it behave in free space. 

(R): The light postulate must be accepted and it is not permitted to put it into question. And there are no doubts that light not can be used as a measurement reference, no information can propagate faster than light and nothing can go faster than it.

(O): When you are talking about “light velocity”, then what do you mean by it? The concept of “velocity” is a relative concept and for using it, it 
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must be defined a reference point to which it is determined. In my view, I have always though that the relativists have taken it easy on this point. You are talking about “the velocity of light” that without defining what you mean by it or what you refer to! 

(R): It’s very easy to do that, no velocity between two relative moving systems can be larger than c, and the velocity of light is always equal to c, in all systems and between all systems. And beside that, un-regarding how much you accelerate, you never can exceed c, the light velocity in space. And because of these facts about how nature really behave, we have the fully right to talk about velocity as we do. 

(O): But, now assume, a space rocket, constructed in 20 sections and where each such section has the ability of accelerating the rocket 0.1 times the velocity of c, related to the previous section. Then of what reason cannot the rocket’s last section reach a velocity larger than c, in relation to the starting point?

(R): In that case the rocket mass will increases, and when reaching equal or near the light velocity 
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this mass will be so large that the rocket motor not is able to accelerate it further. Einstein constructed an adding formula that in fact showed that it will be in this way. In fact! 

(O): Oh!  so he did!!, what a genius! But I’m not so sure on this point. With aid of mathematics you are able to prove most everything, if you want to do so. I’m more interested to known about the physical reason to it, why it is impossible to accelerate our rocket to 2 times c, related to the starting point? And the limit velocity, what is it related to, the starting point or the nearest rocket platform? Something here seems to disagree with the basic assumptions, the theory says that no inertial system is more preferred than another system, hence every system can be used as a reference system, being a new platform for calculating or measuring relative motion. That means for our rocket, that between releasing two successive sections, no occasion occurs where the velocity of c, is exceeded and the rocket is not in any stage aware of its real velocity in relation to any external point. The only velocity the rocket “know” or ”feel” is its velocity as related to its previous stage or the starting point.

(R): In fact, it’s shown that the mass increases with 
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increasing velocity, no question about that. When accelerating particles in particle accelerators, it’s necessary to take consideration of this effect. If you not do so, everything would be wrong. 

(O): Of course, it’s so. But that is quite another experimental situation compared with our space rocket. 
The space rocket moves in the free space, interacting with nothing, the particle is situated and driven forwards with an electromagnetic field that interact and influence the particle.
The rocket is accelerating itself by mass inertial forces from the inside motor, the particle is accelerated by a field from outside, presumably adding mass to the accelerated particle (the field lose mass). Furthermore, the mass increasing phenomenon was not predicted by any relativity theory, but was discovered by experiment so early as 1901 and theoretical suggestions of the reason to this effect also was given at this time. Hence, there are very good reasons to assume that the mass increasing phenomenon has nothing with relativity theory to do at all.

(R): Mass increase when accelerating particles in particle accelerators is one of the strongest 
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evidence on that the relativity theory works and is true. No matter what you say about it.

(O): The theory predicts a lot of “physical
effects” where some of them are that physical clocks are going slow, twins growing old by differing rates in differing systems, rods being shorter and other strange things, all but effect of that things move in relation to undefined external points. The same event is a different event for another observer in another system and many, many other, very strange things. Are all these “effects” real physical effects or are they just something that are imagined by observers (subjective experiences), presupposed that they are proven to exists of course? 

(R): Oh yes, the effects are real and is a part of the normal physical world that we live in. Einstein, as the genius he was, showed that nothing around us is of an absolute nature, but woven together by time, space and movement as integrated parts that we not are able to separate from each other. 

(O): Einstein suggested in his original theory from 1905, the special theory, that a watch
placed out on the earth equator, would go slower 
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compared with a similar, synchronized clock placed out on the pole. The reason for it should be that the polar clock was more in rest than the equator clock. Einstein also gave a quantitative value of that time dilation and a calculation showed a value of several micro- seconds each year. But no such effect has been observed or registered, that in spite of access to extremely sensible watches and detectors now available. How can you explain that? 

(R): Ok, it’s true that no such effect has been observed, but the time dilation effect is only observable in systems which are moving with constant, linear velocity and being not influenced by any gravitational field. The earth rotates, hence the equator clock moves in circles and the earth has gravitation. Hence, not being any true relativistic system. But in his general theory from 1916, Einstein solved this problem where he also took consideration to the acceleration of mass, as well as also the gravitational effect on the  system-

(O): Oh, indeed! Then I’m curious of why Einstein already in his special theory from 1905, not took consideration to these parameters of mass, acceleration and gravitation effects when he 
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suggested this time dilation effect when?   And another question, of what reason was the pole clock regarded as more in rest (more stationary) than the pole clock? Strictly relativistic, no one of these clocks have the right to be more or less in rest, no one of the clocks where more static than the other. 

(R): Surely, even Einstein had his fully rights to be wrong but also having chance of developing and improving his theory later, that in the same way as how other scientists work, theories are developed and improved as time goes by. 

Regarding the question which clock that would be regarded as being in more rest, is decided by whom are the observer. It is always the observer in the other system who “believe” that the clock in the other system goes slow. That’s even true for the observer at the position of the polar clock.

O): OK, if we see it in this way, the effect obviously is symmetrical for both watches and both observers, both watches goes slow  in the same rate , the effect must be symmetric. But that most become a pure imaginary effect and not real as measured by objective registering equipments (atomic watches 
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and computers). The effect cannot be real, which means, no time difference can be measured between the two clocks by comparing time of the clocks after some elapsed time. 
And if the effect is pure imaginary, hence not real, then what’s the meaning by it? The physical effect never can be observed? Then what is the meaning by the theory’s time dilation prediction? 

(R): The effect is real, one have transported atomic clocks in airplanes around the earth and it was shown that the theory was correct. A time dilation effect was registered in the air born clocks. It has also been observed that short-lived particles live 
longer if they move very fast.

(O): Surely, but what has these physical observations of particles with relativity to do?  Atomic particles are no clocks and not any watches. And what regards the airplanes, they were moving in circles around the earth and were effected by the earth’s gravitational field, hence two factors which inhibit application of the relativity theory, hence the same problem as why not Einstein’s original suggestion of the polar clocks not worked. And further more, if clocks go fast or slow is easy to 
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control afterwards by registering time of atomic clocks and computers, hence by no aid of human, subjective observers. Today are used electronic digital counters that with very high precision can register the number of  “ticks”  as well as also the time difference between successive  “ticks”  (the time intervals). What subjective registering human observers have to say is of no scientific interest, that is pure philosophy. 

(R): No. it’s not so, it’s not the number of  “ticks”  but their length of them !!!!!!???????????????
 
(O): What’s that.. ? The number of “ticks” registered has nothing with the tick’s length to do. Or do you mean that the time interval change in accord with velocity?. If the light velocity is invariant, no change can be transferred to the receiver side.
And by aid of a radio link, it would be possible to control the watches, in respect to each system. Einstein is founding his theory on that human observers are watching clocks on distance and by movement of human observers, but modern electronic measurement equipment’s can do that job i much better! 
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(R): Space experiments have been performed that shows that time dilation is a real effect. Space trips to the planet of Venus showed on several milliseconds in dilation effect 

(O):  Ok, if so, which clock was going slow, that clock attached to the space shuttle or that clock on earth? And, in case some of these clocks were more slowed down than the other, what was the physical reason for It ?
No one of these two systems (the space shuttle system or the earth system have the privilege of being more stationary than the other system, that in accord with the theory’s own, basic postulates?

(R): It’s fully clear, that you not want or not are able to understand relativity theory. As I all the time clearly have pointed out, everything depends on from which system you are observing the clocks. 

(O): Yes, but then all that is a pure imaginary effect, an observer “believe” that the time goes more slow in the other system, but it’s no real effect. Of what reason do you not want to confess that? That everything is imaginary effects, no real physical 
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effects that can be registered by objective instruments?

LENGTHS CONTRACTION

O): Einstein suggested that a measuring rod hen moving was being shortened in the moving direction, is that phenomenon confirmed experimentally or has it been observed in any way?

(R): No, the effect never has been observed, but that is not the same as to say that the effect not is real. The only problem is that an observer in its own system, never can discover such an effect, that because his own references changes in the same degree.  His measuring rod also is shortened in the same way as the object being measured.

(O): But that seems to be some kind of a reciprocal way of “proof” things. According to established and accepted methods in physics (the scientific method), zero results in experiments never are proofs, only experiments that produces real results differing from zero are regarded as physical relevant results.
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(R): Length contraction is only real for an observer who is situated in another system, in the same way as for the time dilation effect. Hence, an observer in another system imagine the measuring rod  being shortened, compared with its own rod.

 (O): Yes, but again, then it’s a pure imaginary effect in the same way as for the time dilation as discussed before? An observer experiences or believe that an object is shortened in the other system and then the effect is symmetric in this way the theory claims. So, what’s the meaning by that?

(R): No, that’s wrong, the effect is real, but it depends on who is the observer. It’s only an outer observer who “apprehend” or “believe” that the object is shortened, but real for him, of course!

(O): Hmm, now I grasp nothing! Hence, you mean that reality not is the same for all who observe things? If the limited velocity of light is the reason for this effect, distorting the image between objects and observers, it would be an easy task for anyone to compensate for such effects by a simple calculation using ordinary common physical laws. 
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If you know the relative velocity between thetwo systems, the only thing is to calculate the consumed time for a light beam travelling between the two systems and compensate for this delay? 
So, by what reason have relativity theory been introduced for predicting such simple imaginary effects?
So, by what reason have relativity theory been  introduced for predicting such simple imaginary effects?

(R): No, the effect is not based on that light takes time for transmitting information between two points. To understand this fact you must use Lorenz transform, a kind of mathematics, it’s easy to understand. Then  it will be in this way. 

(O): Hmm.... now introducing mathematics into the discussion we shall be careful with. A theory that has so simple basic assumptions and having so clear basic postulates, at the first hand shall be analysed on pure verbally basis.

(O): OK, now the question again, if length contraction is real, in which system is the contraction occurring? If not any special system can 
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be pointed out, then what is the meaning by the length contraction concept at all? And of what physical reason will objects be shortened? And how shall an object “know” when to change its length and in relation to what? The world around the object is full of different other objects moving with all velocities and in all directions.
And which references shall be used? And were in Universe intermediate this super message to all moving bodies? 

(R): It’s fully clear that you have grasped nothing and perhaps not either is willing to understand and learn anything at all. So, I think there is no big meaning to try explaining things for you. 
The basic presumption to understand is as always, the willingness to understand and it seems you are lacking it completely!

THE TWIN PARADOX”

O): Anyhow, let’s proceed a while further. As a consequence of the special theory, Einstein suggested that the time dilation, not only affected physical clocks, but also biological processes in matter. That proposal lead to the so named, “twin 
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paradox”. As an effect of relative movement, one of two “one egg twins” would be younger after a space trip, that compared with the other brother, staying at rest on earth. The paradox arose as a consequence of the critics comments, that it is impossible to, in accordance with the theory’s basic concept, deciding which system being in rest or which system being moving.

(R): The suggested experiment is not any “paradox”, it’s simply evil talk by them who not understand the theory or just being ill will from persons who want to put Einstein’s authority into question, both as human being and as scientist!.
It’s namely so, that you have to select between
accelerated and non-accelerated systems, it’s there the imaginary paradox is. So, the twin travelling case came up within the framework of the special theory, all in accord with Einstein’s initial suggestions

(O): So you mean, the reason to the effect would be caused by that one of the system have been effected by a larger degree of acceleration, and of that reason physical processes would go slower into this system. OK, that’s a thought, but how does that agree with Einstein’s original idea? In these 
                   
                         Ove Tedenstig Sweden 2008
	MATTER UNIFIED ISBN 91-973818-7-X           13-48



formulae which treat the time dilation phenomenon, there are nothing appearing that reminds about acceleration of physical objects having mass, just the relative velocity between systems are the deciding factor. If acceleration was effecting the time, this parameter would be included into the time dilation formula! It’s not so!  For me it seems clear that this explanation is an after reconstruction, aimed to save the theory from a serious criticism or pure disaster. 

And, perhaps it’s even so, that not
It either holds for an examination. You can never be sure of that an assumed acceleration not is a retardation. It depends on which system you relate to. Let me give an example: Assume both systems move in a common direction related to an outer point. Then, if you give energy to one of these systems, this system will be retarded or accelerated in relation to another external system. You never know or never can define if a system will be more or less accelerated. 

And in another situation you can imagine that both twins start at the same time and with equal acceleration, but in opposite directions. In this case the travel situation will be the same for both the twin 
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brothers  (completely symmetrical) and no time dilation effects can be motivated for. So, it seemsthat the theory has serious problems that not are covered here?

(R): It’s possibly also so, that everything depends on you, that you not want to understand relativity..

(O): Oh no, I’m very interested, but then I’m awaiting clear and logical answers on my questions. But it seems you not are able to offer me such answers, all the time you change the base for the explanation and with different arguments. Nature cannot be so strange that there are different reasons or alternative solutions to same phenomena? The nature has only one answer to a specific physical phenomenon, or does it not play any rule which kind of explanation you are offering?  

(R): Obviously it’s so, that special persons not are capable to understand relativity. For silliness there is no help to get. Obviously you are not mentally able to understand relativity theory, so obviously there are no great idea to proceed this discussion, and you not seems to want to understand, either.

	[image: xa-13-01]
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THE LIGHT DOPPLER EFFECT

(O): The Doppler effect is a well known phenomenon, mainly in the way how sound propagates in air, characterized by that the sound’s wavelength and frequency is changed at movement. That phenomenon is associated with the fact that sound always move with constant velocity in a medium, the air, and relative to it. 

Even light show up colour shifting effects at movement, but there is no medium to make reference to. It shall here be noted, that many relativists not really have understood that the ether model not can be used to motivate the light’s wave nature, or as here, the light “Doppler effect” explained in a traditional way. Of that reason it’s rather common that the light “Doppler effect” is described in approximately the same way as for Doppler phenomena in medium. Now, if the light Doppler shift is explained in the same way as for propagation of waves in media, what is the medium one are referring to?

Modern science, as well as the theory of relativity 
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itself will make show of that the ether has been refused once time for all, that was one of the great progress after the tiresome discussions going on ever since Newton’s, Huygen’s and Maxwell’s time. And even if an ether model would be used, immediately a new problem would pop up, namely  a-symmetry problems in relation to source and observer movements. That fact is not so common known, but it is in that way. 

And the theory of relativity in fact claims exact symmetry in respect to source and observer movements, hence do not work for ether models. So, in relativity, where is this space that limit the light velocity? 

(R): No, according to the  theory, no light ether exists. The ether concept is inhibited from the theory once time for all, rejected by Einstein’s relativity theory. Nowadays, the concept only is relevant in common talk as an old remains ever since Newton’s,  Huygen’s and  Maxwell’s days. Nowadays, the concept only is relevant in common talk.

(O): Then it seems impossible because the light velocity not is affected by anything. OK, but then, how will the relativist explain the “Doppler effect” if 
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there is no ether that forces the light to move with constant velocity in relation to everything?  

(R): It’s rather easy to understand that. Because the light velocity is constant for all observers, it is the light wavelength that is changed in respect to the observer’s view. The light frequency is unchanged. That can mathematically be shown, it have been done and it’s easy to show that.  It will be in this way. 

O): Hmm... then we are there again! I’m always suspicious against mathematical abstractions before we verbally have analysed the concepts properly. My question was, which physical effects or reason exist to that the wavelength is changed? It seems not plausible that the light wavelength is changed only by reason that an observer look at it. Light is a free physical phenomenon or process in space and cannot be affected only by reason that someone looks at it. And beside that, the world is full of observers. Perhaps, it would be possible to construct some smart formula, describing it, but not explaining it. 

(R): Light is an electromagnetic wave, creating its 
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own ether! Hence the ether is there but not just this ether you think on. 

The modern science has solved this problem, there is not much to discuss about  further!!

MEASUREMENT OF LIGHT VELOCITY
O): It is obvious that the light velocity in free space is regarded as an absolute physical entity and being constant, not dependent of either source or observer movements. As I have understood, it is not permitted to put it into question`? 

(R):Yes, this postulate is not permitted to be questioned, that if you want to discuss relativity theory. In spite of that, it’s not easy to 0

(O): Light propagation in vacuum is a physical process, and everyone know that light takes time to transport energy from one point to another. For instance, laser light is used for measurement and the effect would be certainly strange if it bot would be in this way. 

We can imagine a measurement situation where we 
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define two points on a certain distance from each other, and where each point contains an atomic clock. A similar arrangement is situated on another moving wagon. We measure the time it takes for a laser light ray to pass between the two measurement points.
Because the distance is known, the light velocity is got by dividing this distance with the time interval, a very simple operation.  Will the results be the same, constant, in all measurement situations, or not (Observe that the light front must go freely to each receiver).
A clear answer would  prevent a further discussion because the theory is based on it. 

(R): The light velocity is always measured as constant, it’s not much to discuss about. It’s tiresome to all the time be confronted with all your thought experiments. And it makes no sense and is only a waste of time to all the time trying to find errors in Einstein’s theories All experiments show that the light velocity in vacuum is the same in all systems. I just note that you are completely unwilling, or perhaps also unable, to understand relativity, and beside that, you are unwilling to learn this special kind of mathematics that is needed to understand it. With your attitude, it’s not so meaningful to proceed the discussion further.
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O): Ok, now we have penetrated some of the theory’s content and its physical consequences. You have answered me on my questions, but the answers have been in that way that they have produced new questions without that the original question has been answered. 

After that the debate has run out in the sand without much conclusion drawn, at all.

(In this situation the relativist begin being some impatient and desperate, because he not has succeeded to convince his refractory debater and opponent. Now, the situation begin to be some critical, and now it’s the proper time to put the opponent’s, personal, intellectual and mental abilities into question. In this situation, the relativist is making clear, that not all human beings are so clear and bright minded that they can understand this wonderful theory. And beside that, peoples using the theory must have the correct education, especially in mathematics and logical training. Hence, you must understand the complicated and wonderful mathematics used, “”No entrance for no mathematicians”!

And now, if any other further personal weaknesses 
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can be found on the opponent, it is suitable time to point out them now. Hit these things into his head as often you can and finding it suitable. And if the opponent have own ideas about how tings are or might be, explain for him how meaningless these ideas are, the great master of physics, Albert Einstein and his followers already have solved , explained and discovered everything for you.  Stop thinking yourself! Start believing! And if the alternative ideas seems good, tell him that common sense not always is to trust on, which means, you shall not trust on your intellectual ability or intentions. A blind faith is to be recommended!

At this point of the debate, the discussion rapidly degenerate to a pure philosophical debate about most everything, which comfortably remove the convinced relativist from the subject that was originally discussed, the logical and scientific legacy of Einstein’s relativity theory.

The questions remain unanswered, running out in the sand, and after a time and at another time or circumstances, it will blow up again in a steadily, circulating- eternal and tiresome debate with no end and with no meaning.  
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All the questions will stay unanswered as.

In this situation, the relativist feel strong and convinced in his faith, and according his own views, he has won the fight. By in a clever way making use of the whole arsenal of unclear and diffuse arguments, he has been able to ward off the most threatening attacks. The opponent has not succeeded to knock him on any critical point, as he see it, and he has been able to give answers on all questions, all in accord with the relativistic rule book.

All the time he has delivered answers on the questions and he has not been forced to confess any weaknesses. 

That’s the most important thing for him, to retire with his honour intact and not in any occasion losing his face.

If the theory he has defended so intensively, is true or not, does not worry him so much, it’s a  minor problem.

¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨¨
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SPECIALREMARKS

In Einstein’s original theory from 1905, ”On the electrodynamics of moving bodies”, 2 different values of the mass of a moving body is given, one for the mass in the moving direction and one for the mass in the transversal direction, 
By principle it is impossible to define 2 different mass values for the same body at the same instant. Beside that, the 2 given formulae do not agree with this mass increase formula officially used in particle experimental physics and there well verified. verified.
Officially, Einstein has been credited the correct formula for mass increase, seemingly not true and due to a false historical description.
See the given formulae as got from Einstein’s original theory from 1905, the so named “ tthe special theory of relativity”.
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Mass increase in accord with Einstein
    A-13-0
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	a)  Mass in the moving direction in accord with Einstein
b) Mass in the transversal direction c) The common correct formula



     A-13-05
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Relativistic mathematics

In the theory of relativity, there appear mathematical definitions where the quote between 2 entities are defined to 0. One example on such a definition is given below. 
Mathematical definitions of such types are meaningless and erroneous. Such definitions give rise to arbitrary solutions of a problem and all solutions may be judges as valid and true. As an example of such kinds of calculations is given in the formula below: By defining a quotient between 2 entities equal to zero, it’s possible to proof all things.
A-13-03
	[image: A-13-03]

	If not careful with mathematics and its definitions, even mad things can be proven.
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The clock on the north pole and the clock on the equator

According the theory, the equator clock should go slower compared with the pole clock, because of movement- The time difference was given by a formula. During a period of 1 year the time difference would be 37.6 us, a seemingly short time but a large time in respect to the exactness of modern atomic clocks.
In his original work from 1905, Einstein suggested an experiment using 2 clocks, where one of them was out-placed on the earth north pole (in rest), the other on the equator (the moving one). 

  A-13-02
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Equovalence mass energy

	[image: A-13-04]


	a) Einstein’s definition of energy, the same definition as  Newton’s definition
b) Definition of factor eX in formula a)
c) Substituting eX by another expression, not derived on logical basis , hence a pure ad hoc assumption



Xxx
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	AND THE MOST BAD THINGS

	Time measurement equipments, like clocks and watches. do not change their measuring rate when moving. Science strives for exact measurement with no change, un-regarding external conditions.

Measuring rods or solid material bodies do not change its length in accord with movement. And the relativity theory not either can account for any physical reason fior such an effects.
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	So the famous theory of relativity is just a meaningless nothing, having no place in a physical theory trying to describe and explain our complex world of nature.

Let’s end with that and try forget this theory now an forever.,



Reader’s comments:

















	[image: A-13-END]



Ove Tedenstig Sweden 2008
image3.png
longitudiell mass = ————
J - d)

transversal mass= 8
1.V

allmén mass = '(1 s vzlé)

oem@





image4.png




image5.png
a=b j;a.a=b.a ,a =a.b

a*-b?= a.b -b*
(a-b).(a+b) =b.(a-b) / -

ath=b ;b+b =b ; a=h





image6.png




image7.png




image8.png
IN FREE SPACE

s
=c+-u= s/t





image9.png
The theory of relativity basic concepts
are not science. hence is useless

for a true description of the physical world





image10.png
| End of Chapter 13





image1.jpeg




image2.png




