Stephen Howkins, Scientist (A Brief History of time) :


...all this evidence that the universe looks the same whichever direction we look in might seem to suggest there is something special about our place in the universe. In particular, it might seem that if we observe all other galaxies to be moving away from us, then we must be at the center of the universe.

„... toata aceasta evidenta ca Universul arata la fel in orice directie am privi pare sa sugereze ca exista ceva special in legatura cu locul nostru in Univers. In particular se pare ca daca observam ca toate celelalte galaxii se indeparteaza de noi, atunci trebuie sa fim in centrul Universului.”

There is, however, an alternate explanation: the universe might look the same in every direction as seen from any other galaxy, too. This, as we have seen, was Friedmann’s second assumption. We have no scientific evidence for, or against, this assumption. We believe it only on grounds of modesty: it would be most remarkable if the universe looked the same in every direction around us, but not around other points in the universe.

„Exista, oricum, o explicatie alternativa : universul poate parea la fel in orice directie, fiind observat din oricare alta galaxie. Aceasta, precum am vazut, a fost a doua ipoteza a lui Friedmann. Noi nu avem nici o evidenta stiintifica in favoarea sau impotriva acestei ipoteze. Ii dam crezare pe temeiul modestiei : ar fi cat se poate de remarcabil daca Universul arata la fel in orice directie imprejurul noastru, dar nu imprejurul altor puncte in Univers.”

Paul Davies editor of Nature magazine:
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“Often the simplest of observations will have the most profound consequences. It has long been a cornerstone of modern science, to say nothing of man’s cosmic outlook, that the Earth attends a modest star that shines in an undistinguished part of a run-of-the-mill galaxy. Life arose spontaneously and man evolved on this miscellaneous clump of matter and now directs his own destiny without outside help. This cosmic model is supported by the Big-Bang and Expanding Universe concepts, which in turn are buttressed by the simple observation that astronomers see redshifts wherever they look. “
„Adesea, cea mai simpla dintre observatii va avea avea cea mai profunda consecinta. De multa vreme este o piatra de hotar a stiintei moderne, ca sa nu mai vorbim de perspectiva cosmica a omului, ca Pamantul urmareste o stea modesta care straluceste intr-o parte cu nesemnificativa a galaxiei ..... Viata a aparut spontan si omul a evoluat catre aceasta masa de materie amestecata iar acum isi conduce propriul destin fara ajutor din afara. Aceste model cosmic este sustinut de conceptele Big Bang si Universul dilatat care in schimb sunt sprijinite de simpla observare pe care astronomii vad deplasarea liniilor spectrale oriunde privesc.”
“These redshifts are due, of course, to matter flying away from us under the impetus of the Big Bang. But redshifts can also arise from the gravitational attraction of mass. If the Earth were at the center of the universe, the attraction of the surrounding mass of stars would also produce redshifts wherever we looked! The argument advanced by George Ellis in this article is more complex than this, but his basic thrust is to put man back into a favored position in the cosmos. His new theory seems quite consistent with our astronomical observations, even though it clashes with the thought that we are godless and making it on our own.”
“Aceste linii spectrale sunt, desigur, datorate materiei care zboara indepartandu-se de noi, aflata sub impulsul Big Bang-ului. Daca Pamantul ar fi in centrul Universului, atractia masei de stele care ne inconjoara ar produce, de asemenea, linii spectrale, oriunde am privi. Argumentul avansat de George Ellis in acest articol este mai complex de atat, accentul de baza fiind pe repunerea omului intr-o pozitie privilegiata in cosmos. Aceasta noua teorie a lui pare sa se potriveasca destul de bine cu observatiile noastre astronomice, chiar daca intra in conflict cu ideea ca nu exista Dumnezeu si ca ne descurcam de unii singuri.”
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 HYPERLINK "http://www.123exp-biographies.com/t/0003956521/" \t "_blank" George Ellis, a famous cosmologist, in Scientific American, "Thinking Globally, Acting Universally", October 1995

“People need to be aware that there is a range of models that could explain the observations”[…] “For instance, I can construct you a spherically symmetrical universe with Earth at its center, and you cannot disprove it based on observations.” […]"You can only exclude it on philosophical grounds. In my view there is absolutely nothing wrong in that. What I want to bring into the open is the fact that we are using philosophical criteria in choosing our models. A lot of cosmology tries to hide that.”
 “Oamenii trebuie sa fie constienti ca exista un set de modele care ar putea explica observatiile. De exemplu, va pot construi un univers sferic simetric avand Pamantul in mijloc si nu veti putea dovedi contrariul, pe baza observatiilor”. […]“Il veti putea respinge (acest model de univers-n.trad.) doar pe baze filozofice. In opinia mea nu este absolut nimic gresit in asta. Ceea ce vreau sa subliniez este faptul ca noi folosim criterii filozofice in alegerea modelelor noastre. O mare parte din cosmologie incearca sa ascunda asta.”

Edwin Hubble (The Observational Approach to Cosmology):
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 “…Such a condition would imply that we occupy a unique position in the universe, analogous, in a sense, to the ancient conception of a central Earth...This hypothesis cannot be disproved, but it is unwelcome and would only be accepted as a last resort in order to save the phenomena. Therefore we disregard this possibility.... the unwelcome position of a favored location must be avoided at all costs.... such a favored position is intolerable...Therefore, in order to restore homogeneity, and to escape the horror of a unique position…must be compensated by spatial curvature. There seems to be no other escape." 
„...O astfel de conditie ar implica faptul ca noi ocupam o pozitie unica in univers, analoga, intre-un fel, conceptiei antice despre pozitia centrala a Pamantului... Aceasta ipoteza nu poate fi infirmata, dar ea nu este binevenita si poate fi acceptata doar ca o ultima posibilitate de a explica fenomenul... De aceea noi nu luam in considerare aceasta posibilitate ... pozitia ne-binevenita a unei locatii favorizate trebuie evitata cu orice pret... o astfel de pozitie favorizata este intolerabila ... trebuie sa fie compensata de curbura spatiala. Alta scapare pare sa nu existe.”
Max Wyatt (Current Science Excludes Geocentrism Through Unproven Assumptions):
“What the Hubble quote implies is that rejecting general relativty (which allowed the "spatial curvature" and expansion) and redshift as expansion leads to an earth in a "unique position" (i.e., "centrally located"). an earth in a "unique position" is a "horror", "intolerable", etc., though "the hypothesis [of a unique position] cannot be disproved" (Davies and Hawking) and in fact "appears consistent with our astronomical observations" (Davies). So, rather than deal with an observationally (and also dynamically) viable option, so-called 'objective Science' chooses to "disregard this possibility".

“Ceea ce implica citatul lui Hubble este faptul ca respingerea relativitatii generale (care permite “curbura spatiala” si expansiunea) si a liniile spectrale ca expansiune, duce la un Pamant situat intr-o “pozitie unica” (i.e.,”centrally located”). Un Pamant intr-o “pozitie unica” este o “grozavie”, este “intolerabil”, etc., desi “ipoteza [unei pozitii unice] nu poate fi infirmata” (Davies si Hawking) si, de fapt “apare in conformitate cu observatiile noastre astronomice”(Davies). Deci, decat sa aiba de a face cu o optiune observabila viabila (si in acelasi timp dinamica), asa numita “Stiinta obiectiva” alege sa “nu ia in considerare aceasta posibilitate”.

Albert Einstein:

"The struggle, so violent in the early days of science, between the views of Ptolemy and Copernicus would then be quite meaningless. Either CS could be used with equal justification. The two sentences, 'the sun is at rest and the earth moves,' or 'the sun moves and the earth is at rest,' would simply mean two different conventions concerning two different CS. -- Einstein and Infeld, The Evolution of Physics, p.212 (p.248 in original 1938 ed.)"
“Conflictul, atat de violent in zilele de inceput ale stiintei, intre conceptiile lui Ptolemeu si Copernic ar fi deci destul de lipsit de sens. Ambele sisteme de coordonate pot fi folosite cu egala justificare. Cele doua afirmatii, “soarele este in repaos si pamantul se invarteste” sau “soarele se misca iar pamantul sta”, ar insemna, pur si simplu, doua conventii diferite privind doua Sisteme de Coordonate diferite.”
Einstein and Infeld, The Evolution of Physics, p.212 (p.248 in original 1938 ed.)"
Sir Fred Hoyle (Nicholas Corpenicus, 1973):

"The relation of the two pictures [geocentricity and heliocentricity] is reduced to a mere coordinate transformation and it is the main tenet of the Einstein theory that any two ways of looking at the world which are related to each other by a coordinate transformation are entirely equivalent from a physical point of view ... . Today we cannot say that the Copernican theory is “right” and the Ptolemaic theory “wrong” in any meaningful physical sense."
“Relatia dintre cele doua imagini [geocentricitate si heliocentricitate] este redusa la o simpla transformare de coordonate si aceasta este principiul de baza al teoriei lui Einstein ca oricare dintre cele moduri de a privi lumea care sunt relationate una de alta de  o transformare de coordonate sunt total echivalente din punctul de vedere al fizicii … Astazi nu putem spune ca teoria copernicana esta “corecta” iar teoria ptolemeica este ”gresita”, in orice sens fizic semnificativ.”


Max Born - "Einstein's Theory of Relativity",Dover Publications,1962, pgs 344 & 345:

"...Thus we may return to Ptolemy's point of view of a 'motionless earth'...One has to show that the transformed metric can be regarded as produced according to Einstein's field equations, by distant rotating masses. 
[…]Thus from Einstein's point of view, Ptolemy and Corpenicus are equally right."


“…Astfel ne putem intoarce la punctul de vedere a lui Ptolemeu privind “Pamantul in nemiscare” … Trebuie sa se arate ca transformarea metrica poate fi vazuta  ca fiind produsa conform ecuatiei campului a lui Einstein, de catre mase distante aflate in miscare de rotatie”

[…] Astfel, din punctul lui Einstein de vedere , Ptolemeu si Copernic au dreptate in egala masura”

