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Review on Einstein
(The purpose of this critical review is to strip this false scientist from his ‘super genius halo’ because, we believe that, by fully exposing such frauds, we help to free scientists, and laypersons, from the prejudices and the scientific ignorance that are maintained because of the false but intimidating prestige of these frauds).
This is a late addition, after a long research on Einstein, both his work and his private life.
It is clear to me now that Einstein was not the protagonist of the ‘Einstein fraud’. The top Physicists of the time could not possibly be fooled by such an obvious fraud, as the Theory of Relativity, unless they wanted to be fooled. It is obvious that the community of the scientific elite were collectively the protagonists of the scientific fraud, using Einstein, an outsider to the family of established Physicists that would be the target of ridicule, in case the fraud did not pass.
This is how it all came about:

Theoretical Physicists had been for a long time perplexed by the dilemma that their measurements of the speed of Light were contradicting the fundamental Mathematical law of Vector addition. Actually, there was no contradiction. Their error was that they were considering that Ether, (or ‘dark matter’), the medium through which light is transmitted, is either ‘static’ or ‘heliostatic’ or that light is transmitted through ‘isotropic empty space’. According to either of these two concepts, the speed of light measured in the direction that the Earth transverses this medium or ‘isotropic vacuum’, as it orbits around the sun, should be greater than in the opposite direction. Accurate measurements showed systematically that this was not the case; hence, the apparent ‘contradiction’ with Vector addition. What baffles me is how the great scientific minds of the time could be so blocked! How could they suppose that a medium with material or inertial content would be exempt from the laws of Gravity? For any material medium in space to be ‘static’ or ‘heliostatic’, it should disobey the laws of Gravity. Any material medium around the Earth should orbit around the Sun with the same velocity as the Earth. How could they not put ‘two and two together’ and realize that their results were suggesting that light is not transmitted through ‘isotropic vacuum’ but through a material or INERTIAL MEDIUM, and that the Earth does not transverse this MEDIUM, just in the same way that it does not transverse its own Atmosphere, instead of opting to the ridiculous conclusion that their observations violated the fundamental law of Vector addition? How could they possibly conceive that a fundamental Law of Mathematics could possibly be violated? The fundamental Laws of Science and Mathematics are the premises that can NEVER be violated. Anyway, however stupid this seems to be, this was the case and this is why they were so perplexed.
While they were so perplexed and saw no way out of this dilemma, something happened that gave an urgency to their predicament: In 1903, the Curies shared the Nobel prize with Becquerel for their experimental research on Radioactivity, their work being mostly carried out in a laboratory in a basement, in which the conditions were very poor, if not appalling. This caused a great sensation in the scientific community and, especially, among its financial sponsors. This caused almost all the sponsorships and grants to be diverted into experimental research and not much was left for Theoretical physicists. So, they had to do something about it; to find a way to cause a similar sensation in their own field and, thus, attract some of the funds to themselves.
However, there was not much really outstanding or ‘flashy’ going on in theoretical Physics and they had to ‘cook up’ something. So, they conceived the idea that, if they came up with something very ‘way out’ and managed, through the prestige of their genius, (and of their names), to persuade or sweep right off their feet the rest of the World, especially the financial sources, to accept it, however audacious this appeared to be, they would have the research funds redirected to themselves; the more ‘way out’ and difficult to comprehend by people of common scientific sense, the greater the sensation, if it passed.
The question was “Who would take the risk of becoming the laughing stock of the scientific community in case their fraud did not pass”? So, they thought of Einstein, a very minor name in Physics, who was seeking the company of the community of the elite Physicists, trying to hog some limelight to himself.
Physicists handed their scheme to Einstein and they were providing him with ideas and some of their own equations to take home and work on them. Einstein used to take these guidelines home where his girlfriend Mileva, later his wife but, still later, divorced, would develop the calculus, as she was the ‘brains’ of the pair. Einstein would take this work, signed both by himself and Mileva(?), back to his ‘patrons’ for approval. Then he would return home with their comments and suggestions and have Mileva work on the suggested modifications. This is why many who study Einstein’s work and compare it with the current or preceding work of other established physicists, accuse Einstein as a great ‘plagiarist’. However this was not the case. Einstein had their permission and encouragement to do so. It is indicative of this that, when he brought to them the early form of his theory of the Universe, his Universe was coming out as ‘open’ or expanding, which, though now seen as correct, contradicted current beliefs. They pointed out to Einstein that he had to correct this, if his theory was to be accepted by the wider scientific community. They also suggested how he could do it. Einstein goes home and, according to their suggestion, introduces this ‘spurious’ parameter and has Mileva work it into the theory in order to bring about the desired ‘closing’ of his Universe. Now, it should be clear to anyone that knows a bit about research procedures, that such ‘cooking’ would be immediately spotted and promptly rejected, unless the examiners were themselves willing to accept it or, more precisely, they were part of the scam.
Let me tell you of a similar case out of my personal experience: A friend of mine was assigned as a project for his doctorate degree at Manchester University, the calculation of the ‘binding energy’ of the nucleus of Lithium-six (Li6), using the ‘three-body model’. My friend was using some very powerful calculus that he had put together for his Masters diploma. After brain-ranking work and tons of computer printouts, the energy was coming out around (+3.1) MeV, instead of (–4.2) MeV as measured for the Lithium nucleus. This meant that not only the Lithium nucleons could not be held together as a stable nucleus but they would fly away from each other with nuclear explosion speeds. My friend was very perplexed and unhappy because he thought that all his work was in vain and that his doctorate was going down the drain. He checked and rechecked his Mathematics, and then he gave them to me to check for a supporting second opinion. (People involved in editing know that it is difficult for someone to edit his own work, even for spelling mistakes, as he tends to skip over familiar ground, without noticing his own mistakes). I checked his Mathematics and found no flaw in his estimations. So, what was he going to do? He had a mind of packing it all in and flying home without submitting his thesis. I pointed out that this was utterly silly. His hard work did merit the doctorate. This was very serious work, which actually proved not only that the ‘three-body model’ was not valid for the case but, also, that the nucleus was not just nucleons merely ‘touching’. (Nucleons partially coalesce to form compound nuclei; see page 69 of “The Origin of the Universe – Matter and Consciousness”). So, I persuaded him to hand in his thesis. His supervisors agreed that his thesis merited the doctorate but, as one of them was one of the originators of the ‘three-body model’ and as they could not include in their doctorate archives or ‘abstracts’, a work that calculates the ‘binding energy’ of a nucleus as positive instead of negative, they suggested to him the inclusion of various spurious Eigen-functions with negative eigen energy values so as to push the calculated energy to some negative value. If you look up the word ‘spurious’ in the dictionary, its meaning is given as, ‘fake’, ‘counterfeit’, ‘false’ and ‘illegitimate’. Surely such ‘illegitimacy’ cannot be accepted by any research supervisor, unless he is part of the fraud or he or she is the one who suggested it.
Let me try to explain in very simple language the violation of the fundamental law of vector addition in the Einstein fraud. This is definitely not a mistake on Einstein’s behalf as it is clearly stated in the deliberations of the introduction to the Special Theory of Relativity that the violation of the law of addition was a deliberate choice. It is clearly stated in these deliberations that the choice was one of either disregarding experimental results or violating the Mathematical Law. In choosing to violate the Mathematical law, it is stated that, as Physics is an ‘experimental science’, systematic experimental results could not possibly be disregarded and so there was no choice other than violating the Mathematical law instead!!!
This is what is done in the second postulate of the Theory, namely that  “The speed of Light in vacuum is the same constant in all Inertial Frames of Reference (IFRs)”. I will put this in a layperson’s language so as to show it for the sacrilege that it is because, as stated formally in the postulate, it is read like a verse or a jingle and one does not give serious conscious thought to it. Otherwise, how could an intelligent person accept it?
Let us suppose that I am driving down a straight road with a constant speed of 100 mph. My car and I constitute an IFR. The road and the trees off the embankment constitute another IFR. I travel relative to them with 100 mph in one direction and they travel relative to me with 100 mph in the opposite direction. If I crash with my car into a tree head on, my car hits the tree with 100 mph and the tree hits my car with the same speed. They both suffer damages according to a 100 mph crash. Suppose now that there are other cars on the same straight road travelling at various speeds but, for simplicity, we consider a car that is travelling in the same direction as me with a constant speed of 80 mph and a car that is travelling in the opposite direction with a constant speed of 80 mph. These cars are, like my own car, different IFRs. (IFR is a frame of constant speed in a straight line; no acceleration). My relative speed, or the speed of overtaking, with the first car is 100-80 = 20 mph. If we collide, I will hit it in the rear with 20 mph relative speed and it will hit me in the front with the same relative speed and the two cars will sustain analogous damages each. My relative speed with the second car is 100+80 = 180 mph. If we collide head on we shall both sustain damages analogous to 180 mph. This is quite clear to everyone.

Now let us consider what the second postulate of the STR says for the case of Light. Consider the light or photons travelling outward from the Sun at the speed of Light in vacuum, which we denote by 100 units for simplicity. Let there be one spaceship travelling outward from the Sun with a constant speed of 80 units and a second spaceship travelling towards the Sun with a constant speed of 80 units. The STR postulates that the speed of light Relative to the first spaceship is 100 – 80 = 100 units and, similarly, the speed of light Relative to the second spaceship is 100 + 80 = 100 units. Now, you may realize clearly the magnitude of the audacity. Actually, right from the start, as soon as the ‘Lorenz transformation’ is put down and its expounding began, the STR admits that what it says does not make any scientific sense or contradicts common scientific sense but, it must be accepted as correct because it follows from the second postulate, which postulate violates the basic law of Vector Addition. And this audacity and scientific sacrilege passed because of the prestige of the names of important yet fraudulent people. (I will not call them ‘scientists’).
The way the STR was accepted was beyond their wildest expectations, (an example of what promotion, even fraudulent promotion, can do). Not only the fraud did pass but Einstein was declared the super genius of all times. Einstein satisfied his vanity and his ambition both for glory and money as he became the most sought for and most highly paid touring guest lecturer in all science institutions. Mileva however was left out of this glorious and ludicrous scene and was threatening Einstein and, indirectly, the others involved in the scam that she would expose the fraud. I think he married her just in order to shush her. For her threats, and her jealousy for his affair with his cousin Elsa, (later his second wife), Einstein beat the daylights out of her on several occasions and her friends were frequent witnesses of her bruised and swollen face. She wanted part of the glory and money; something concrete and a formal recognition for her work.
(In letters now made public, it seems that, while Mileva was carrying out the work, she was being promised -by Einstein- a PhD. The quotation from Einstein’s letter reads: “You must continue with your investigations – how proud I will be to have a PhD for a sweetheart, while I remain a completely ordinary person!” Could it be that Einstein was goading Mileva to carry out these ‘investigations’, which, by her reluctance, she seems not to think highly of any way, with the pretext that he was submitting them on her behalf to a Board for her PhD, whilst he was signing copies of her work without her knowing and submitting them to his ‘patrons’ as his own work, for his own promotion and glory, at her expense? Otherwise, how could he say to Mileva that this work would lead to a PhD for her, while he would remain a completely ordinary person? When Einstein takes the glory and she is left out, Mileva bitterly complains that now that Einstein is famous, he has no time for her and that “he is getting the pearl whilst she is left with the shell”. Later, when Mileva is writing her memoirs, Einstein sends her a letter with a strong advice to “keep her mouth shut”.)
So, Einstein went to his patrons and asked for the Nobel Prize. How ridiculous! Nobody was sure how long the fraud would last before the wider public got wise and uncovered it. They could not take the risk of the awarding Academy appearing itself ridiculous in the end. Mileva kept threatening and Einstein kept insisting for the Nobel. So, they decided to ‘give’ him a Nobel but, of course, not for the fraudulent STR. They gave him their existing theories on the photoelectric effect to publish as his own and duly awarded him the Nobel for his ‘novel’(!) equation of the energy exchange in the emission of an electron from the atom when bombarded by high energy photons, namely the equation ‘hν = w + ½ mv2’ . There could be no error in this as it is just an exotic form of the energy equation that twelve-year olds learn at school ever since Newton, if not ever since Archimedes, namely that the total useful energy given to water by a pump is equal to the Potential energy needed to bring it to the surface plus the Kinetic energy with which the water comes out of the pump. It is indicative of this dubious arrangement that the amount paid to Einstein for his Nobel was the lowest ever paid, only a fraction of the normal, and every penny of it went to Mileva. (Later, while Einstein was in America, he gave Mileva a right of attorney to collect on his behalf an appreciable sum of money due to him in Switzerland. Mileva pocketed this money as well, in spite of Einstein’s protests. If he took her to court for it, he was afraid that she might ‘spill out the beans’.)
Then Princeton gave Einstein the Physics Chair. It was all right as long as Einstein was giving touring lectures on the same trodden topic, by copying or reading from notes. (After his divorce from Mileva, Einstein proved a dried-up well for any new ideas or any new material). At Princeton however he was bombarded with questions on all sorts of topics, for which Einstein could not furnish answers. At first, the students interpreted this ‘refusal’ to give answers, not as Einstein’s lack of genius but that the answers would be so ‘deep’ or ‘involved’ that they would not comprehend. However, this was soon becoming ridiculously suspicious. So, Einstein was given the freedom of ‘The Institute of Advanced Study’, where he could do as he pleased, not having to give any lectures or being under pressure to produce any research results. In effect, he was kept as a ‘show piece’, in the same way that many Nobel laureates are used by Universities for prestige. Though outwardly he was supposed to be working with other physicists on ‘The Unified Field’, he actually occupied himself with anything else but Science.
People who veil Einstein with the halo of a super genius support that Einstein was not part of the ‘Manhattan Project’ and the Los Alamos group for the Atom bomb research “because he was a pacifist”. This cannot be further from the truth. He agreed to be left out so as not to become the laughing stock of the younger physicists in the group, who did not know the fraud. However the Manhattan Project could not be set up if it was not for Einstein. Roosevelt repeatedly refused to approve funds for the project and he was only persuaded to approve the funds by Einstein’s intervention. Although he could not offer any scientific help to the group, Einstein employed his prestige.
Einstein was definitely dishonest and, though devious, his intelligence was below average. I would go as far as calling him stupid. Only an idiot would consider a material medium heliostatic and grossly violate sound Scientific Reason and basic Laws of Mathematics.
