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t he

Expanding Universe Religion

cosi nobl ue st at ed:

>>Personal ly, | never thought Dr. Hubble did Dr.
Ei nstein any favours. >>

Hubbl e DI D di scover the red shift but NEVER associ at ed
It with an
expandi ng uni ver se.

Quite the contrary, he WARNED agai nst doi ng so.

|t was Lemaitrewho, year after year kept after Einstein
pushing it.

Einstein kept telling himhe was wong until during
one of the Lemaitrel ectures, Einstein recognized a

factor that Lemaitrepresented that seened to destroy

Ei nstein's cosnol ogi cal argunent and Ei nstein turned
on a dine and appl auded Lemaitre.

It made the headlines "Einstein' s Biggest Blunder" and
ushered in the era of the expandi ng universe.

George Gamowt ook what we subsequently | earned about the
at om and destroyed Lemaitre’ s math and replaced it with
his own and George Gamow t hen t ook over as head
expansi oni st actually predicting the CMBR

file:///C|/Users/d/Desktop/expand.htm (1 of 4) [5/29/2011 5:58:27 PM]


http://scienceworld.wolfram.com/physics/Friedmann-LemaitreCosmologicalModel.html
http://scienceworld.wolfram.com/physics/Friedmann-LemaitreCosmologicalModel.html
http://scienceworld.wolfram.com/physics/Friedmann-LemaitreCosmologicalModel.html
http://scienceworld.wolfram.com/physics/Friedmann-LemaitreCosmologicalModel.html
http://scienceworld.wolfram.com/biography/Gamow.html
http://scienceworld.wolfram.com/physics/Friedmann-LemaitreCosmologicalModel.html
http://scienceworld.wolfram.com/biography/Gamow.html

expand

Bob Dicke | ooked for the CMBR and found sone Bell
scientists had

al ready discovered it but did not understand the

| nportance of what

t hey had found. Dicke, who knew, then arranged for ALL
of themto

publish together telling what ALL of them had found
and Dicke

took part credit for discovering the CMBR and
then---hard to believe---said he never even knew about
any CMBR prediction of George Gamow.

During all this FredHoyle stood steady as a rock---1Ilike
his British
conpatriot Wellington at Waterl oo. Fred Hoylenever

wavered wth his steady state universe but now nmade it
oscillate so as to incorporate sone of the popular
el ements of what the expansionists were expoundi ng.
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a NEW Science Tool

Over 4 Decades of Daniel P. Fitzpatrick's Books, Papers and Thoughts

Over 4 Decades of Fitzpatrick's Books, Papers & Thoughts
http://www.amperefitz.com/4.decades.htm

--- In TheoryOfEverything@yahoogroups.com, "cosi nobl ue"

<cosi nobl ue@...> wote:

>

> > There is just one other possibility, and that is if the the

el ectron

> has

> > a finite size which has shrunk by 42 orders of magnitude since
Its

> > creation. This inplies sone link tw xt the size of the electron
and t he

> > expansi on of the universe in some unknown inverse relation. (See
Tony

> > Bermanseder's (R hypot hesis, and naybe it's not so unknown after
all).

> > This is the view | personally favour as it can happen

| ndependent |y of

> > known quant um processes and does not affect known enpiri cal
facts.

>

> Fol ks are so hung up on expansion that they ignore the inverse.

>

> O over enphasize one of its aspects (such the CERN

Hai rsplitteratron...)

>

> ... but if what you say is true, when the photons were created, the

file:///C|/Users/d/Desktop/expand.htm (3 of 4) [5/29/2011 5:58:27 PM]


http://www.rbduncan.com/mybook.htm
http://www.amperefitz.com/4.decades.htm
http://www.amperefitz.com/4.decades.htm
file:///group/TheoryOfEverything/post?postID=5uQry7P7kl7Y2QU8J7uAWsulXFo8AZFkOc7hHUZqiYdaNigG4-VFS3QAEuWS3jJWdksANk1OAAtFlFXbl4UB2E6wLkyIVIy-

expand

> electrons were snaller, and it took a |arger distance to radi ate

t he

> sane frequency of energy... or we would see the frequency as

el ongating... either way this | eads you down the slippery sl ope of
qguestioni ng sone of Hubble's assunptions.

Personally, | never thought Dr. Hubble did Dr. Einstein any

>
>
>
>
f avours.
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