its predecessor . . . It is hard to see
how new theories could arise without
these destructive changes in beliefs
about nature.”

In stark contrast, ‘Joules Watt’ had this to
say in EWW, July 1987, page 697, paraphras-
ing the same book,

* The Born-Einstein Letters by Max Born, pub.
Macmillan 1971, further discussed in Electro-
magnetic Theory Vol 2, by 1. Catt, C.A.M. Pub-
lishing 1980, p307. Also see I. Catt, EWW, July
1987, page 683.

**P. E. Hodgson, Fontana Dictionary of Modern
Thinkers, ed. A. Bullock and R. B. Woodings,
Fontana, 1983, p208. However, if we read Hodg-
son on page 604 we see the ambivalence and
confusion in the admission.
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current texts, then scientists are the
men who, successfully or not, have
striven to contribute one or another
element to that particular constella-
tion. Scientific development becomes
the piecemeal process by which these
items have been added, singly and in
combination, to the ever growing
stockpile that constitutes scientific
technique and knowledge.” — T. S.
Kuhn, op.cit., p.l.

A Great Scientist has successfully contri-
buted one or more elements to the body of
knowledge. Any aberrant, heretical offering
merely indicates that he is not as great as he
might have been. Something like 80% of his
work takes its place within the consensus,
and the remaining 20% we must forget in
order to help the Forward March of Science.
From the consensus point of view, this is not

way up [0 apbout nrst-degree pnysics-level
textbooks. It is galling rather than pleasing
to find that post-graduate books generally
admit to such errors, but on page 500, not
page 5. My position is that if there is any
uncertainty as to the conclusion indicated by
the results of one of the key experiments,
then that should be reported in quite
elementary texts, for instance those used by
17-year olds.

There are four so-calledt “acid tests” of
Relativity. All are disputed.

Hawking/Israel admit that light bending
round the sun contradicts Einstein’s predic-
tion*. Brillouin says that the Mercury
perihelion results, properly studied, contra-
dict Einstein’s prediction**. Polanyi and

continued on page 54

11 myself find Relativity flawed at other levels
anyway.
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