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I refer to my previous correspondence to which you did
not have the courtesy to reply. You can obtain al

rel evant papers at the open archive of the Abdas Sal am
International Centre for Theoretical Physics

http://eprints.ictp.it/view subjects/Cl12. htm

O her leading specialists in GR have not taken your
attitude. They have confirmed that the rel evant papers
are sound. You are well advised to read for yourself.
The results are correct.

You are invited once nore to conmment.

Yours faithfully,
Stephen J. Crothers.
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This is the reply fromKerr, received 2 March 2006

Date: Thu, 02 Mar 2006 11:35:52 +1300

From R Kerr @mt h. canterbury. ac. nz ?ﬁAdd to Address Book Subject: Re:
type 1 Einstein spaces To:"Stephen Crothers” thenarm s@ahoo. com

Wiy do you assune that | mgoing to reply instantaneously to your
emai | ? Your
remark that | "did not have the courtesy to reply" is insulting crap.

Since you want | reply I will tell you that:

Yourwork is rubbish. It is dependent on the coordi nate systemthat you
use. This

m st ake was nmade by the relativity conmunity in the early part of the
20t h

century. It was assuned that r=2mwas a real singularity. Then

coordi nates were

found which showed that this was not the case

Roy Kerr

Hereismy reply to Kerr, 2 March 2006

M. Roy Kerr,

> Dear Sir,

>

> My judgment of you was evidently sound fromthe

> outset, since you prefer to abuse rather then offer

> scientific argunent. And now that you have confirned

> that, there is no reason for nme to be gentlemanly

> towards you.

>

> My work, contrary to your claim is not "rubbish", and



>i f youbothered tostudyi t properl yy ouwould find
>t hatt heso -calledc o-ordinates ystens areenti rely
>eliminated. T he factre mainst hatt herea re twor adii
>i n Einstein'sfi eld,an dt heyn everc oin ci de, except
>i n thei nfi nitelyf ar field where thefi eldb econes
>Efcl eethean. T heg eonetricalr elati ons between the
>c omponents ofth emetri ct ensora rei nvi ol abl e, b ut
>y ou cannot see that,orr efuset o seeth at,o r now
>t hati ti s pointedout toyo u,y ou sinplydontl ike
>i t. Well, tough luck, that ish ow theco okiecr unble s,
>s 0 wakeup toyo urself,ama nofyo urag eand alleged
> e ducati on.

>

>The co-ordinatesingulari tyof the relativi sts ari ses
>b ecauset heyd o notu nderstandt he geometri cal
>structure oft ypelE insteins paces.T hef act that the
>properr adiusisi denti callyz ero when ther adi usof
>c urvature reachesi tin variantv alueof 2mis

>i nsurmounta bl e, andi ndependentofc oordi nate syste ns.
>| f youo bje cttot hetw or adiin ot beingi denti cal

>t heny ouhavenoa lternativeb uttor eje ctG eneral
>Relativity. T heset wo radii arei denticalo nly in
>Efcl eetheans pace.

>

>You andt her elativistsw orku nder the nmisconception
>t hatri s aproperr adiusint hefi eld, which is

>" crap".l tsp ositionint he usual netric salone

>d emmstrate st hati tisara diusofc wurvature. The
>properr adiusmustb e calcul ated, andth es ourcei s
>| ocatedwhereth eproperr adius isz ero.Y ou cannot
>makeu py ouro wngeonetrytom ake r,i n theu sual
>metr ics,god ownt oz ero.Th atrca ngenerally godown
>t 0 zeroi s anin valid assumpgion. Themetricit self
>mustd etermine ther angeon r.B ut that isan entirely
>s uperfluousp roceduresincei t isn ot ameasurable
>quantityinp rinciple. The onlymeasurablequantity is
>t he circumferenceofa greatc irclea nd themetric

>s houldr ightly begiveni n ternsofq uantities
>measurable inth ef ield.

>

>risi ng eneral aparanetric distancei n M nkowski

>s pacet hat ismappedin toth er adiusof curvatureand
>t he proper radiuso fth ef ield.

>

>Yours oluti onisn otin valid atedbym y work,bu tt he
>blackh ole associated with iti snoto nly" crap"i t is
>bull shit, anda scienti fic fraud exceedin gPil tdown
>Man. T heco ordin atestow hic hy our refert hat nmake r=
>2maso-called"” coordinates ingularity"give rise toa
>non-statics oluti ontoas taticpr oblem (as imple
>contradicti on), ares pacelik eatr =0, andgivean
>i nfi niteacceleration ofa testp articlea tr =2m
>where,a ccordingt ot hatp recious co-ordi nates yst em
>t herei snom att er!'Y oura ppealt o the
>Kruskal - Szekerese xte nsiona ndth el ik ei sa cop out,
>b ecausei t cannotb eus edtor efutea n argunmentw hic h
>r efutesi t. Thatisc ircular, butse enst o bea



>wi despread approacht akenbyc orruptp hysicistst rying
>t o protect theirr eputationsa ndjo bs.

>

>| f youare such agreatm ath ematici anasi sr outinely
>claimedby the relativi sts, thenits houldn ot be
>difficult fory out o rigorouslyre futemyc lainsas to
>t he geonetr ical rel atio nsbe tween theco nponentso f

>t he metric tensor.O nlyt henc anyo us hooto ff your
>arrogantmo uth, andt hi nkofy ourselfasal egendin
>y ouro wnlu nchti ne,a ndt ellm et hatmy work is

>" rubbish". It herefore chall engeyo ut o prove ny
>geonmetryin valid .Mypr edictioni s that youwil In ot
>t akeu pt hec hal lenge ast hati sth eonlys afe bet for
>y ou sot haty ouro ware putationandt hoseo fth e

>r elativistsc an bes avedf romhumliation.Tu rning
>one' sbh ack onfa ctsi s not scientif icmethod. Andif

>y ou refuse the challangel shallma keyo urs tupidan d
>i rresponsib leemailr esponset ome publi ck nowl edge by
>placingi t upon ascientificw ebsit ef ora Iltos ee
>and judge for themsel ves.

>

>StephenJ. Cothers.

>

Here is Kerr’'sfin al response.

Date: Thu, 02 Mar 2006 14:16:44 +1300

From: R.Kerr@math.canterbury.ac.nz []Add to Address Book
Subject:  Re: type 1 Einstein spaces

To: "Stephen Crothers" <thenarmis@yahoo.com>
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