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Martin Hogbin wrote:

Ben Bean wrote:

[...] obvious, is the fact that Relativity stands up to every scrutiny.
It's essence is the denial of the feasibility of a God's−Eye View of
our universe.

Only in Galilean space and time. In Minkowski
spacetime there is no problem

Martin Hogbin

No lacking of a God's−Eye View in Minkowski??? I know a smidgeon of what you speak and
I have to refute your claim. According to one observer, he sees a distant star that is
soon to meet a violent demise; while another observer sees only a blank area where
that star used to be. Both views are correct, so there's no master 'actuality' (for
lack of a better term). The Minkowski construct cannot possibly change that.

And I do note well that you refer to the lacking (of a singular God's−Eye view) as a
"problem". What Nature dictates is no problem. We exist just fine. Perhaps I mistook
your reply
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