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THE SCIENTIFIC TRUE NEVER IS BORN IN DISPUTE
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The announcement. The philosophical statement «True is born in dispute» - one their deepest errors of selectors of scientific trues.

 In a basis of search of scientific true process of our thinking lays. It is based on sense of concepts which we use, and on rules of their connection in logic structures with which  we try to prove something. The great value has also conformity between a pronunciation of concept and its spelling.


 Equally to understand the sense incorporated in used concepts, we try to give them of definition. And here before us for a long time existing, but remaining unnoticed, a barrier – semantic capacity of used concept. It is the main barrier in achievement of the consent in identical understanding of the essence expressed verbally with the help for a long time of born concepts.  


 To take, for example, concept "point". This concept has extremely limited sense, therefore easily gives in to unequivocal definition which has been formulated still by Euclid in 3-rd century B.C. as follows: the point is that has no parts. Since then scientists never called in question sufficiency of this definition for unequivocal understanding of its sense and successfully used it in scientific search. 


 However, some concepts Euclid could not define with the same accuracy and by virtue of it use of their sets formed not precise representations about the essence made in this set. For example, idea that parallel straight lines are not crossed anywhere, he has formulated as follows: «If the straight line falling on two straight lines, forms internal  on one side the corners, less than two straight, lines continued these two straight lines beyond all bounds will meet from that side where corners of less than two straight corners». It is uneasy to understand unequivocally the sense incorporated in this definition. In result it became a subject of the analysis of the scientific exact sciences of XIX century who did not come to a common opinion. Already well-known, that incompleteness of this scientific dispute – the main source of all errors of physicists - theorists of XX century. 

 Thus, semantic capacity of scientific concepts – the first and most important subject of the analysis for those who tries to learn scientific true. To take, for example, most boundlessly capacious concept "matter". It includes such abundance of properties of that we name a matter which completely excludes unequivocal definition of this concept. This circumstance automatically forms conditions at which at everyone who uses this concept, the representation about its semantic essence is formed. In the same position - and the majority of other concepts which scientists in the scientific search use.


 Further, we pay attention to process of acceptance by our brain of the decision on correctness of this or that generalizing judgement. As the result incorporated in generalizing judgement, depends on huge quantity of the factors influencing it our brain tries to choose main from them, and to use it as criterion of reliability of judgement. The decision accepted thus, is rather far from scientifically proved. As the result of this decision is influenced with thousand factors which have different dimensions and different quantitative sizes and what from them renders the greatest influence on reliability of the accepted decision – secret for family seales. That is why such decision refers to intuitive, that is not having a scientific substantiation. The described procedure of definition of the validity of judgement – destiny of philosophers, politicians and everyone who is far from the exact sciences. It is easy for observing under the telereportings devoted to decision-making on struggle against a world(global) economic crisis. 


 Passing to the exact sciences, we shall define concept «scientific true», as the scientific result expressed as an axiom or a conventional postulate,  also we shall look, what role is played with intuition in the exact sciences. 


 In the exact sciences the intuition plays a main role and its fruitfulness is realized far from being at all. This realization goes as follows. During training our brain accumulates the scientific information, paying attention on axioms, scientific  laws and postulates in which it is generalized. These axioms, scientific   laws and postulates also are the main criteria in an estimation of  connection with a reality of any new scientific result. 


 If the criterion is erroneous, also the result of interpretation of new scientific result is erroneous, but the one who formulates this result, not capable to establish it. And now we represent, that he gets into dispute with those who has established an inaccuracy of a postulate which is used by all as criterion of reliability of scientific judgement. What will take place? 

          They will not understand each other, as in their heads different criteria of an estimation of communication with a reality of discussed new scientific result. Where an output? It unique – to return to the analysis of reliability of a postulate or the law, which each of them holds in the mind as criterion of the proof of the correctness in scientific dispute and does not understand what to begin finding-out of true it is necessary from the analysis of reliability of this axioms and postulate or the law. 


 It is quite natural, that the described process of dispute never will result arguing to scientific true. But how it then comes to scientists? It comes to units from them, and the most fundamental scientific trues which remain authentic for the millenia, come only to those who began the scientific search with the analysis of scientific concepts on which he based the scientific judgements and tried to give them unequivocal definitions. Other, stronger beginning of fundamental scientific search, does not exist. So have acted Euclid and Newton. It – the main reason of reliability of the scientific laws open by them.


 Going all steps of scientific search of the predecessors, such scientist inevitably tries to see contradictions in their results and to resolve them, leaning on checked up by him criteria of reliability of scientific result. Accumulating thus the new scientific information, he forms reliable conditions for fruitful intuitive work of his brain. In such conditions the brain independently searches for decisions which eliminate the found out contradictions, and gives out to their author automatically, as a guess which we name intuitive. Here pertinently to recollect, well-known "Eureka" of Archimed at the moment of bathing in a bath. Eureka – has guessed essence of elevating force of the water working on a body, shipped in it. So law of Archimed was born. Also other physical laws as axioms and postulates similarly were born. Not casually that in names almost all postulates the accessory(belonging) to their authors is reflected. 


 So the scientific true never is born in dispute. Figuratively speaking, it departs from arguing as the scared bird, and comes only to those who could load the brain a trustworthy information of the predecessors. If the brain is loaded by the erroneous information it will exclude a birth in it of scientific true.


 Certainly, on process of thinking so and - search of scientific true the big influence renders language on which search is conducted. If language abounds exceptions to the rules on which it is constructed it is the most unsuitable language for scientific search as its exceptions do not promote formation of consistent scientific judgement. The brain loaded by such language, is not capable to form system representation about object of research and its positive result in this case - the big rarity.


 The most fruitful scientific language is Russian. Its most surprising positive quality is that it in the most reliable image connects a pronunciation of words with their spelling, and complexity of case inflexions of its words is completely compensated by severity of logicality of judgement turning out thus.


 For the scientific analysis it is necessary to recognize as the most unproductive language is  English language abounding with all kinds of exceptions to the rules and constructed on learnt phrases which are used in dialogue as the stamps which are not demanding efforts for the control over logicality of stated judgment. 


 Those who watches on TV how build the phrases Russian and Americans, without effort will notice, that Americans scribble the ideas without any stutters. This consequence of use of the learnt phrases, as stamps.


 The majority Russian, answering questions, is shown with elements of stutter and  which testify that their brain does not use set of verbal stamps in the answer, and tries to strengthen logicality of the answer, taking into account specificity of the set question, by construction of corresponding verbal logic structure. So stutter  in this case – bright demonstration of power of Russian, instead of its lack. 


 There are also more weighty proofs of power of our language. Experts know, that A. Einstein has devoted not one decade to a deepening of his theory by synthesis of its components. The essence of it consist in development, the so-called theory of Superassociation. Certainly, inspired with power of scientific authority of A. Einstein, inflated the mass media, many scientists of the world tried to solve a problem of Superassociation which has not gone right to A. Einstein. But, make it could only scientific, conceiving in Russian, – the most logical language of Earthmen. Therefore we have bases to be proud of that the Russian scientist Vladimir Semyonovich Leonov has made it. Not being the academician, he so has superb solved so complex theoretical scientific problem, that Cambridge  university has issued his book in volume of 650 pages devoted to the quantum theory of Superassociation [10]. To this it is necessary to add, that Vladimir Semyonovich possesses the magnificent human qualities transferred to him by his ancestors, saved up them the behavior within the framework of Christian morals. I am proud, that is familiar with him, though and in absentia. 


 It is quite natural, that Vladimir Semyonovich based the researches on A. Einstein's achievements, which full inaccuracy - already a historic fact. As the proof of it the decision of the American scientists serves to create film «Einstein was mistaken». So Vladimir Semyonovicha Leonova's magnificent mathematical result – the bitter proof of an inaccuracy of basing of generalizing scientific results on authority of predecessors, which was used with erroneous criteria at an estimation of reliability of his achievements. We need to congratulate only V.S.Leonov that his scientific work – the magnificent proof of power of Russian and to wish Englishmen to study more deeply his quantum theory of Superassociation that will help them to close 20% of physical faculties after 20 % were already closed, testifying about unpopularity at the youth thrust by it of a physical paradigm of a relativity, not having any communication with a reality.  


 Still an example. Quantity of the theoretical scientific works devoted to a deepening of understanding of physical essence of Maxwell’s equations is not calculated. But the finishing phase of this deepening has got to Russian scientist Victor Vasiljevichu Sidorenkovu. It is quite natural, that he not the academician, and the ordinary scientist. The academic elite is unable on such scientific feats. I enjoyed mathematical logic, reading his magnificent work «The Conceptual analysis of the equations of the modern field theory of electromagnetism» [11]. It was not possible to make deeper analysis to anybody. One of the reasons of it is power of our native language. I have received only one letter from Victor Vasiljevicha and it also testifies to his magnificent human qualities. 


 As to his theoretical achievements it is quite natural, that they are erroneous, as contradict the most important axiom of Natural sciences – to an axiom of Unity. But not this main thing. The main thing - Victor Vasiljevicha's achievement in itself. We have bases to congratulate him that his theoretical achievement - the proof of scientific power of Russian.


 But the brightest proof of scientific power of Russian are annual victories of our students over the international competitions on programming. Ability to strict logical thinking – the main precondition of a victory over such competitions. It is formed by logicality of language on which programmers and their personal qualities which formation is influenced also with Russian think.


 And now we shall result a part of the information from our scientific report «Laws of classical mechanics – the base of the theory of a microcosm». 


 «The Axiom of Unity has already sent all physical theories which contradict it as creations not necessary to mankind in section of a history of a science. The basic from them: Lobachevsky's and Minco sky’s  geometry; the theory of electromagnetic radiations basing on Maxwell’s equations; Special and General theories of a relativity of A. Einstein; Lorentz's transformations – main theoretical a virus of XX century; the theory of orbital movement of Electrons in atoms; equation of Schrödinger; the approached theories of calculation of spectra of atoms and ions; wave theories of formation diffraction pictures; all theories of formation of nucleus of atoms; all theories of formation of atoms, molecules and clusters; the most part of modern electrodynamics; the first beginning of thermodynamics and a lot of other theories.

… … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … 
 
 The axiom of Unity not only has convincingly shown an inaccuracy of many physical and chemical theories, but also has allowed to develop new theories which have in aggregate allowed to look on - new at the phenomena and processes of a microcosm. In result the new scientific direction - «Physchemistry of microcosm» which depth of development already represents the new closed theory which cannot be destroyed was born. It is not present in the world of the intellectual force, capable to prove an inaccuracy of the new theory of a microcosm.»[1-9] 


 About ability of our academicians to prove an inaccuracy of the new theory of a microcosm we shall not speak. Many of them already for a long time on side of the road scientific progress. And Vladimir Semyonovich and Victor Vasiljevich own knowledge which allow them to make attempt of such proof, but they, in correspondence with me, informed, that discussions do not enter. And Victor Vladimirovich even has written: «my motto: In dispute true not  it is given!»  In the answer I informed him, that the essence stated in this motto, became clear to me more 30 years ago, and has promised to publish the generalized description of this essence. I think, that the promise has executed.

THE CONCLUSION


 The scientific true cannot be born in dispute as this is interfered by different representations of the used concepts arguing on semantic essence, dependent on their semantic capacity. Different semantic capacity of the same concepts of heads arguing – the main obstacle in achievement of the consent in identical understanding of essence of a subject of dispute. This feature of scientific discussion was most brightly described by Leonid Ivanovich Ponomaryov in the popular book «In an atmosphere of quantum». He so describes essence of scientific disputes on quantum physics: «The bitterness and irreconcilability these disputes sometimes remind enmity of religious sects inside the same religion. Anybody from arguing does not call in question existence of the god of quantum mechanics, but everyone thinks the own god, and only own. And, as always in religious disputes, logic reasons here are useless, for the adversary of them simply is not capable to apprehend: there is a primary, emotional barrier, the act of belief (we shall add: in the criterion of own reliability) about which all irresistable proofs of opponents are broken, and not having had time to penetrate into sphere of consciousness " [12]. 
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Dear Dmitry Anatoljevich! (President of Russian Federation).


Let to join your congratulations of our students who have won at the international competitions on programming, and to open a secret of these victories. It is latent in logic power of Russian. On process of thinking at programming the greatest influence renders not language on which the program is written, but language on which the programmer thinks, building logic structures. If language abounds exceptions to the rules on which it is constructed it - the most unsuitable language for scientific search as its exceptions do not promote formation of consistent scientific judgement. 


 Russian has a minimum quantity of exceptions to the rules on which it is constructed, therefore it is the most fruitful scientific language. Its most surprising positive quality is that it in the most reliable image connects a pronunciation of words with their spelling, and complexity of case inflexions of its words is completely compensated by severity of logicality of judgement turning out thus.


 Victories of our students over the international competitions on programming – one of bright proofs of scientific power of Russian. Russian already deduces Russia on the advanced positions in knowing of depths micro and a macrocosm. That day when the aspiration of youth of all countries of the world to receive the education in Russia will compel us to create formation international educational and education-science -centres  is near. 

All kind. K.F.M. 06.05.09.
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