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SCIENCE Rejects Gentry Comments on Po-HalosNature Reports on Ginsparg/Cornell Censorship

Discovery of a Major Contradiction in Big Bang Cosmology
Points to the New Cosmic Center Universe Model

(CERN Preprint EXT-2003-021)

New Cosmic Center Universe Model Matches Eight of Big Bang's Predictions Without The F-L Paradigm
(CERN Preprint EXT-2003-022)
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Abstract

Big bang’s pennies-on-an-expanding balloon illustration depicts ever
increasing separation of galaxies predicated on the assumption that
the universe is governed by Friedmann-Lemaitre spacetime expansion.
There is a significant contradiction connected with the effects of this
assumption. It concerns how spacetime expansion is portrayed to in-
teract with gravity. On one hand, clusters of galaxies are pictured as
separating to increasingly greater distances despite their large gravi-
tational attraction. On the other hand, for some mysterious reason
expansion is said to be unable to cause galaxies themselves to increase
in size even though the gravitational attraction within them is smaller
than between clusters. Analysis shows that if expansion ever existed
it would have caused continuous, uniform expansion of all matter, in
which case galaxies would not have formed. Thus the existence of
galaxies provides two powerful Smoking Gun Signatures, the first be-
ing that our universe knows nothing of big bang’s spacetime expansion
and, second, that the GENESIS of our universe must have occurred
far differently than modern cosmology has ever envisioned.

In his article “The new physics — Physical or mathematical science?”
Oldershaw suggests [1],
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The Great 21st Century Scientific Watergate --  Part1
Eight of the Ten Scientific Papers Censored by the Cornell University arXiv staff

SCIENCE Editor Donald Kennedy and AAAS CEO Alan Leshner Continue to Promote
Evolution and Deny Genesis Creation, While Ignoring Robert Gentry's Multiple

Publications in SCIENCE Showing His Discovery of Primordial Po-Halos in
Granites, Proving Earth's Instant Creation and Disproving Geological Evolution
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The Great 21st Century Scientific Watergate -- Part 2

Primordial Po-218 (t1/2 = 3 min) halos in granites
worldwide proves these rocks were instantly created

for more information see:  www.halos.com
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Abstract
Cosmologists who have promoted the Hubble redshift relation and

the 2.7K Cosmic Blackbody Radiation as virtual proof of the big bang
have led the rest of the scientific community to consider it one of
the outstanding scientific triumphs of all time. Witness, for exam-
ple, the recent claim that the big bang is bang on because CBR mea-
surements at z = 2.34 bracket big bang’s prediction of T = 9.1K.
Despite this, some of history’s greatest surprises have occurred when
apparently well-established scientific theories were overturned after
long-overlooked critical testing revealed flaws in their cornerstone pos-
tulates. In this instance the scientific community at large has been
unaware of cosmologists’ failure to verify big bang’s cornerstone pos-
tulates. This lapse may yet become known as one of the greatest
faux pas in the history of science because this series of papers re-
veals that big bang’s cornerstone postulates have always been seriously
flawed. Disproof of big-bang cosmology directs attention to GENE-
SIS, a new model of the cosmos that has a nearby universal Center,
one whose astrophysical framework is equally ‘bang on’ because its
T (z) = 2.73(1+z) prediction duplicates big bang’s predictions at both
z = 2.34 and z = 0, plus accounting for the Hubble relation, but with
Doppler and gravitational redshifts instead of F-L expansion redshifts.
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Abstract

The scientific community widely understands that expansion red-
shifts are the centerpiece of big-bang cosmology. What is generally
unknown is the widespread confusion in the ranks of cosmologists as
to exactly what they are. A minority equate them with Doppler shifts
due to actual recession. A majority, however, claim: (i) “... the [ex-
pansion] redshift does not really have anything to do with velocities at
all in cosmology,” (ii) “... it is common but misleading to convert a
large redshift to a recession velocity using the special-relativistic for-
mula 1 + z =

√
(1 + v/c)/(1 − v/c) ,” and (iii) “The truth is that

expansion redshifts are totally different from Doppler redshifts, and
the velocities catalogued by astronomers are not the recession veloci-
ties used in the velocity-distance law.” Has the scientific community
been victimized by astronomers as the foregoing implies? Or is it in-
stead that the expansion redshift concept is flawed? This paper shows
it’s the latter, that it was accepted without ever being tested. In fact
modern physics knows nothing of expansion’s redshifts and their pre-
sumed origin due to expanding space rather than Doppler recession.

Should We Believe the Big Bang Scenario? is the title of the side-bar
in Martin Rees’s recent review of big-bang cosmology [1]. He has done
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Abstract
Big-bang cosmology predicts an abundance of first generation, Pop-

ulation III stars should have formed after the initial nucleogenesis sin-
gularity. In theory these stars were composed mainly of H and He,
with only a trace of heavier elements. Decades of astronomical searches
have failed to locate any that can be definitely identified with these
characteristics, thus refuting big bang’s prediction for the origin of the
universe’s two dominant chemical elements. Disproof of big bang’s
nucleosynthesis scenario for the origin of all chemical elements comes
from the heretofore rarely acknowledged discovery of primordial short
half-life extinct natural radioactivity in Earth’s primordial rocks. This
discovery shows (i) the chemical elements of which the earth is com-
posed did not originate in supernova nucleosynthetic reactions and (ii)
the primordial earth formed very rapidly rather than being the product
of slow evolutionary change over geological time. These results, plus
the failure of big bang’s spacetime expansion hypothesis, point to the
need of a new model of the cosmos.

Previous papers in this series have detailed several lines of experimen-
tal evidence which contradict big bang’s fundamental spacetime expansion
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Abstract

In 1936 Hubble expressed his concern about astronomical redshifts
and energy conservation: “Obviously since the product [energy × wave-
length] remains constant, redshifts, by increasing wavelengths, must
reduce the energy in the quanta. Any plausible interpretation of red-
shifts must account for the loss of energy.” The scientific community
rightly expects that big-bang cosmology resolved this concern consis-
tent with energy conservation. Surprisingly, this did not happen. In-
stead, cosmologists exempted the big bang from energy conservation,
but without saying how much was lost. This paper shows that, since
t = 1 second after the big bang, expansion redshifting of CBR photons
would have resulted in nonconservation-of-energy losses amounting to
at least thirty million times the mass of the visible universe; moreover,


