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I came by a video called "World Upside Down (Biblical Earth Documentary 2022)" on
YouTube. It was produced by an organization called the “Pillar of Truth Christian Church. This
video attempts to sell its viewers on the idea that the world is flat, there is no such thing as
gravity, the there is no such thing as space, the earth is covered by a giant crystal dome, the earth
is relatively close to us and circles about us in the sky, and the moon is partially see through
among many other things. It is estimated that approximately 2% of the US population believes
the Flat Earth Theory is true.1 That works out to be over 6.5 million people. I believe many of
them would likely call themselves Christians.
There are countless videos that have been produced championing a flat earth. There are
just as many which refute the flat earth. The World Upside Down video is very similar and
therefore representative of many other videos you can find on-line in favor of the Flat Earth
theory, so I chose to use it to respond to the Flat Earth Theory. If you ever wondered what Flat
Earthers use as their evidence, this paper will inform you of the basics.
There are much greater experts on this topic than me. The internet is full of videos and
other content which debunk the flat earth theory. The only reason this paper and my approach
may be a little different and worth reading is because I attempt to treat Flat Earthers with a
measure of respect, because they are people made in the image of God, and according to the
numbers, there are over 330,000 of these people in the US alone that believe in a flat earth. It is
my guess, because of the way that the “priests” of the Flat Earth Theory throw around scripture,
that most of them would call themselves Christians. The hosts of other videos tend to be very
rude and condescending in their approach to debunking the Flat Earth Theory. Admittedly, it is
hard not to be. The theory frankly is based on deceptive foolishness.
If you are a Flat Earther, please read this paper carefully and consider what I am saying
point by point and then watch the World Upside Down video again. I promise, although I visited
the Johnson Space Center a few years ago and bought a NASA polo shirt, I do not work for
them. Also, I am not a Free Mason and therefore not a part of the great round earth conspiracy.
In summary, the narrator grossly misuses scripture, he makes false statements, he uses logic that
counts on you not thinking critically, he cites "evidence" that has not and cannot ever be proven,
or that which has been disproven, while he completely disregards all repeatedly proven physical
evidence by saying it has all been faked. He writes off observations made by millions of lay
people which testify as to the reality of a spherically shaped earth, gravity, a solid moon, a
distant sun and stars, and outer space. He ignores what millions of professionals who are not
1
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employed by the government, such as independent astronomers, geologists, commercial pilots,
etc. all who would testify in a court of law that the earth is spherical because of their own
personal observations. The makers of this video assume that you are not intelligent and will not
check out their information. You do not have to be a scientist, or even educated to do so.
The Apostle Paul wrote to the Ekklesia located at Thessalonica that they should not
blindly accept everything but that they should “test everything.” 2 The Apostle John tells us that
many false prophets have gone out into the world. Because of this, he too strongly recommends
that we test whether what they are saying is coming from God.3 And, Dr. Luke records in the
book of Acts that the Jews located in Berea examined the scriptures daily to see whether what
they were being told by Paul and Silas was true or not. Understand, all this testing and checking
had to do with information imparted by alleged followers of Jesus. Someone who comes in the
name of Jesus, such as the Pillar of Truth Christian Church, to followers of Jesus, using the Bible
as their authority to make claims, but who twist the meaning of scripture to serve their own
agenda, is the very definition of a “Wolf in sheep’s clothing.” To be more direct, it is what the
Bible calls a false prophet.
I have checked out the claims made in “World Upside Down (Biblical EARTH
Documentary 2022).” I have found that it has failed the test on every level. What follows is a
detailed explanation why this is so.
The Introduction
In the introduction, the narrator, who remains anonymous throughout the video, makes a
series of statements regarding how fast the earth and galaxy are moving “according to the
world.” The narrator already sets the tone for the video by implying that the world, and the
science it represents, are the enemy. I know what the narrator means by the World. I use that
term often myself to refer to those who do not belong to Jesus. More specifically, what the Bible
makes a case for is the kingdom of Satan. Given that definition, of course we can’t blindly trust
the world! However, the people who make up what we call the world, lives on the same planet
that God created as those who follow Jesus do. And, they are subject to the same physical laws
that we all are. Most of what they observe about God’s creation will line up with reality or even
those who are of the World wouldn’t believe it. There are many things that the World has created
unprovable theories about, like the big bang theory and
evolution. However, even those of the Kingdom of
Satan can’t deny the truth they stumble over when it is
discovered, such as we live on spherically shaped earth.
Just because the World believes something to be true,
does not make it false, and that seems to be much of the
logic that the video depends on.

2
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The Leading Questions
Following the statements regarding how fast the earth and the galaxy are moving,
according to “the world,” the narrator asks an initial series of questions. They follow along with
my answers.
First, viewers are asked “why is it we see the same stars in the sky every night?” The
answer is we don’t see the stars every night. Throughout the course of a year, as the earth rotates
around the sun, we see different parts of the sky at night because as seasons change, we are
looking at a different direction in space. Secondly, the sky in the northern hemisphere, above the
equator, is completely different than the sky in southern hemisphere. Depending on how far
south one lives, those living in the southern hemisphere may not be able to see Polaris, the
“North Star” because it is on the other side of the globe from them.
If you are facing one of the poles and you take a time lapse picture, the stars will appear
to swirl in a circular motion. However if you set the camera to take a time lapse picture over your
head at the equator, the stars will appear to pass from east to west during the night.
The narrator saying that we see the same stars in the sky every night, and asking why that
is the case, is intentionally misleading viewers.
Next the narrator asks, “why is it we can see
distant objects that should have dipped below the
horizon?” This is another question where a false
statement is made, and the viewer is asked to defend it
by automatically agreeing with the question. However,
the answer is that we do not see distant objects when
they dip below the horizon. If we can see them further
away than normal, it is because our elevated vantage
point that has allowed us to see a more distant horizon. The narrator discusses this point in
greater detail later in the video. He uses a picture of the Chicago skyline that was taken offshore,
reportedly over 50 miles away. What he doesn’t inform the viewer of is the altitude that the
photograph was taken from. Inspection of the photo reveals that it must have been taken from a
significant altitude. There is a lack of photographic detail in the water that would be present if
the photo would have been taken at sea level. The vantage point appears to be looking down on a
wide-angle view of water only possible from high above. Also significant, is only the top halves
of the buildings appear to be present. The bottom halves of the buildings are below the horizon.
This can easily be determined if you compare the photo he is using with other photos of the
skyline which are taken closer up.
If you want to prove that things disappear over the horizon, go outside and watch the sun
set tonight. If you want to go beyond this, take your camera with a high powered lens to the
beach with you and keep it on a ship that is moving away from where you are. You will watch as
first the bottom of the ship disappears, then the middle, then the top over the horizon.
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The simple truth is that the higher one’s vantage point, the farther one can see over the
horizon. That is why every military strategist seeks high ground, so they can see their enemy
approaching from farther off. Every sailor knows that ships and land disappear over the horizon
somewhere between 10 and 30 miles depending on the height of the vessel they are sailing on.
This is also why light houses can not be seen beyond the horizon, despite their extremely bright
lights which can be seen from the air (because of the high vantage point) far beyond 30 miles
away.
The third deceptive question we are asked by the
narrator, designed to mislead the viewer, is “why is it
that no matter how high we go, the horizon is always
flat? The answer is, again, that is not a true statement.
Somewhere around 35,000 feet the curvature of the earth
can be observed with the naked eye. Sensitive
photographic equipment can verify this. The higher you
go after that point, the more obvious the curvature of the
earth becomes. Commercial airliners fly between 33,000
and 42,000 feet. Military jets can fly between 45,000 and
51,000 feet. The curvature of the earth has been
observed by countless people. Christians and scientists alike.
Finally, referring to how fast the earth is moving, the narrator asks us considering this
great speed, “why is it that we feel nothing?” The answer is that we and the atmosphere around
us are all spinning along with the planet at the same speed. This is primarily made possible by
the earth’s gravitational pull. Of course, the narrator says that a giant crystal dome is keeping the
atmosphere in place, but in reality, even the atmosphere is held to the earth with gravity and is
moving at the same speed as the earth and its inhabitants. Of course, the narrator explains later
that he, or the organization he is associated with, do not believe gravity exists. I will address that
later in this paper.
If the earth were to stop, slow down, or speed up, we would feel it. Just like a jet pilot
experiences several “G’s (units of gravity) when they rapidly accelerate. Once their body
“catches up” to the plane they are riding in, except for the occasional bump or turn, it “feels” as
though they are stationary in the aircraft. Certainly, anyone who has ever flown on a commercial
airliner who has gotten up and walked down the aisle of the plane on the way to the restroom
does not feel like they are flying at 660 miles per hour! This is because they, and the plane they
are standing on, are traveling at the same speed. Just like a person standing on the earth is
traveling at the same speed as the earth and not experiencing any motion. This has to do with a
time tested “law of motion,” articulated by a Christian man, Isaac Newton, based on many
observations he made, which states that an object in motion will stay in motion unless a force
acts on it. We are in motion at the same rate that the earth and atmosphere are in motion, so it
feels as though we are stationary. Another proof of this: if you were riding inside a 40 foot
semitruck trailer, speeding down the highway at 80 miles per hour (117 feet per second), and you
jumped up inside the trailer and spent only a half second in the air, the reason you would come
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back down in the same spot you jumped up from rather than splattering against the back of the
trailer, is because you and the truck, like you and the earth, are continuing in the same direction
at the same rate of speed. This question relies on people not understanding the most basic laws of
nature, which God, not “the World” instituted and rules His creation with.
The Big Bang Used to Discredit Science
The video moves on from these opening misleading questions to the Big Bang theory.4 Here, the
narrator attempts to discredit “science” and pit it against God. However, of course he fails to do
so. Science, in its pure form belongs to God. Real science deals with facts about God’s creation
that can be repeatedly proven. The narrator only achieves pointing out that the Big Bang theory
conflicts with scripture. This is the one of the very few truths in the video that I was able to
identify.
The Big Bang theory does indeed conflict with the Bible’s account of how the world and
universe were created. However, the Big Bang is what it says it is: a theory and not actual
science. What it claims, it cannot prove according to the scientific method as many other things
can be within the disciplines of science.
In his attempt to discredit the Big Bang theory by using scripture, the narrator demonstrates his
lack of consistency in how he interprets scripture, and thus he also again demonstrates his lack of
integrity. He says that the Big Bang was responsible for creating the sun, moon, and stars, which
means it can not possible be compatible with scripture, since those things were not created until
the fourth day of creation according to the Bible. However, using the same simple creation
sequence dependent logic that he uses, one can say that the Bible is not compatible with itself
either, since light was created on day one, but the sun was not created until day four.
In disputing the Big Bang theory, the case the video attempts to make is based on casting doubt
on any science by saying, “if the world is wrong about how the earth is created, perhaps they are
wrong about what the earth is.”5 By doing so they are saying that the incorrectness of the Big
Bang theory is somehow tied to the fact that the earth is a sphere and the universe is in motion
and not static. Let me be clear, I don’t believe the Big Bang theory is correct either. But in
reality, the fact that the Big Bang theory is wrong proves nothing other than the Big Bang theory
is wrong. It does not prove that gravity does not exist, that the earth is flat, there is no outer
space, and we are all living under a giant crystal dome. This is an attempt to get the viewers to
pick sides. Are you on the side of God, or on the side of the world and its so-called science?
There can be no in between. This forced choice is absurd.
I am on God’s side. I believe in the Genesis account of Creation and have studied it a great deal.
I don’t believe the Big Bang set creation in motion. I don’t believe man evolved from primates.
However, there is so much about the creation account that is compatible with what science has
proven. Including gravity and a spherical earth. Scripture must be twisted to make a case to the
contrary.
4
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Scriptural “Proof” the Universe is Not Expanding
A universe that is expanding, as science can demonstrate, is not compatible with a version of
physical creation that includes a flat earth and universe that is contained in a dome over the earth.
The narrator offers as proof that the universe cannot expand outward any longer because the
Genesis creation account tells us that God finished His work on the sixth day and on the seventh
day He rested from His work.6 According to the video, the universe cannot expand outward any
longer, because God’s work is over with. There are many problems with this giant leap in logic.
The first is that God set millions of things in motion during the first six days that have continued
to be in motion until now. For example, evenings and mornings. Even though God rested, the
evenings and mornings had been set in motion, just like the universe. Molecules were set in
motion. The aging process of humans and animals, erosion of rock, the hydrological cycle… Too
many things to try and enumerate, were all set in motion by God. He created species, not to
evolve, but to adapt to many different environments. Things are constantly changing. Expanding,
contracting, adapting, changing, etc. God created a universe that is in motion and expanding
according to His purposes.
Secondly, the language in Genesis 2:2-3 does not preclude the possibility that God does not
continue to utilize His creativity. He is fundamentally a creative being. It is a primary
characteristic of God which brought about the “creation” we are living in. What Genesis 2:2-3
says is that God had finished his work on the sixth day and took a day off from creating. God
later establishes this work pattern for man in Exodus 20:9. But that is what it is: a pattern.
Humans go back to work on the 8th day. It’s the start of the new week. Are we saying God no
longer works or just that He is no longer able to create, because Genesis chapter two says neither
such things. “Resting” does not imply never working again. In fact, in implies a temporary state
of being for a short period of time with anticipation of going back to work. For anyone who says
God is finished with his creative work, they need to read Revelation 21:1-5
Then I saw a new heaven and a new earth, for the first heaven and the first earth had passed
away, and the sea was no more. 2 And I saw the holy city, new Jerusalem, coming down out of
heaven from God, prepared as a bride adorned for her husband. 3 And I heard a loud voice from
the throne saying, "Behold, the dwelling place of God is with man. He will dwell with them, and
they will be his people, and God himself will be with them as their God. 4 He will wipe away
every tear from their eyes, and death shall be no more, neither shall there be mourning nor
crying nor pain anymore, for the former things have passed away." 5 And he who was seated on
the throne said, "Behold, I am making all things new."
According to this passage, despite God resting on the seventh day, he continues to create and do
His work.
Water is Always Flat and the Firmament
Citing Genesis chapter one, the narrator quotes verse 2: “God moved upon the face of the
waters.” He tells us the question we have to ask ourselves is if this body of water that God was
6
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hovering over was in the shape of a sphere or was it resting flat. He invites us to think back on
any body of water that we have ever seen and then tells us that anytime we see a body of water, it
is always flat. He tells us this is important because the earth will always naturally rest in a flat
position and since this is true, it rules out the possibility that the earth could have been a
spherical body of water.7
I wonder if the narrator has ever seen a drop of water
in the air captured in a high-speed photograph. Water
droplets are basically round until they come to rest on
a surface. There, because of the surface tension of the
water molecules the drop of water may even retain half
of its round shape for a time until it succumbs to
gravity and flattens out. Water photographed in zero
gravity also retains basically a round shape. So,
already what the narrator is trying to suggest is true, is
another lie.
It is here that the narrator begins to really demonstrate his lack of understanding of scripture. He
asks us to think of a body of water that is organized in some sort of flat mass, like a great ocean,
as the way it was when the earth was created. Yet, Genesis 1:2 informs us that before God started
telling matter what to do and shape it, that “the earth was without form and void.” The physical
stuff (matter) that would make up the earth was a chaotic unformed mass. There was no up,
down, or sideways. It is not even until the third day of creation, as recorded in verse nine that we
read that the waters were gathered in one place on the earth and separated out from land. That
would have been the first appearance of any “flat” body of water on the earth.
The separating of the water from the land comes after the second day of creation when the water
of the earth below, probably in liquid form, was separated from the water contained in the
atmosphere above, which was probably in the form of gas or vapor. It is on day two that we
have any indication that God started giving the chaotic mass of matter that would become the
earth any organized shape. It is also on day two that a major portion of the video rests it’s case.
More specifically it rests on a couple specific words found in Genesis 1:6-8. Those words are
discussed next.
The “Firmament” and Heaven
The first word in the King James and American
Standard versions of the Bible is “firmament.”
Because “firmament” contains the English word
“firm” within it, some flat earth theory supporters
believe this indicates that the firmament, is a “firm”
supporting shell that covers the flat earth like a dome.
Picture a dome shaped snow globe. This idea of
firmness comes from the Greek word used in the
7

Video 7:30

7|Page

November 2022

The Flat Earth Theory Debunked

Doug Hooley

Septuagint translation of the Old Testament, which was created in the third century BC. That
word, which is transliterated as “stereoma” in English is translated as meaning “stability” or
“steadfastness.” Not “dome.” Stereoma implies a stable or steadfast environment. However, the
word stereoma, in no way indicates that it is something solid which a thing can rest firmly upon.
The clouds in the sky, made up of water vapor for example, rest firmly (stereoma) upon air
alone. That is the idea that is conveyed in Genesis 1:6.
The people who believed the earth was flat included some Hebrews and Christians. However, the
idea of a spherical earth has been documented as far back as the 5th century BC among the
Greeks. By the mid to late Middle Ages the idea of a flat earth was almost non-existent among
any people. Largely in reaction to the so-called Enlightenment of the 18th and 19th centuries, of
which biological evolution was a part of, the flat earth theory saw a resurgence in the late 19th
century to the 1920s. They capitalized on words such as stereoma to attempt to build their case
against evolution and science. This was not due to a greater understanding of scripture. Rather,
it was an attempt to retrofit scripture into a set of beliefs that was anti-evolutionary theory.
Darwin’s evolutionary theory, like the Big Bang theory, is unprovable and in conflict with how
the Bible tells us man came to be. However, rather than leaving it there and maintaining belief in
the Biblical account of Creation, while accepting the things that can be proven with bonified
scientific methods, Flat Earthers tended to reject all things science, and assign them to the
kingdom of this World, which belongs to Satan. This is a grave error. God created an orderly
world that operates according to laws that He set in place. Humans that have endeavored to
discover how the world operates and seeking to learn more about how our Creator works are
engaging in science. To deny their bonified discoveries is to deny the handiwork of God. It is to
deny reality, or the truth. Jesus is all about the truth. He is the Truth. His followers are to seek the
truth. Not to react to lies about creation by making up equally absurd lies. Pitting God against
facts about His own creation is attempting to Pit God against Himself.
Of course science and scientists to this day get things wrong. We should always question and test
what we are being told. But, we should never throw out the correct observation of God’s
universe Baby, with the wrong science theories of this world.
The English Standard Version of the Bible translates the word translated as “firmament” in the
KJV, as “expanse,” as does the New American Standard Version. The New International Version
translates the word as “Vault.” I know King James Version purists will not consider any other
translation of the Bible. However, the original word used in the Old Testament was neither
“firmament,” “vault,” or “expanse.” Nor was it “stereoma” as found in the Greek Septuagint. It
wasn’t a Greek or English word at all.
To digress and follow a rabbit trail for a paragraph here: the King James version of the Bible is at
its core a retranslation of other earlier English translations such as the Bishops Bible. In fact rule
number one set out in writing by King James I of England in writing to the translators, was that
“the Bishops’ Bible should be followed and as little altered as the truth of the original will
permit.” Also considered when translating the KJV was the even earlier English version of the
Bible: the Geneva Bible, the Catholic favorite, Latin Vulgate, the original Greek and Hebrew
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codices, and the earlier mentioned Septuagint. The Septuagint was translated directly from the
original Hebrew Tanakh (the Old Testament) into Greek in the fourth century BC by 70 learned
Hebrew scholars. Now we are getting somewhere: The Septuigint was translated from the
original Hebrew manuscripts. The original Hebrew word that the Septuagint translated as
“stereoma” recorded in Genesis 1:6 is transliterated as “raqia” (pronounced raw-kee-ah).
Raqia literally means “expanse,” or what we can see as the “visible arch of the sky.” It is the
inner space or sky that was created when the water God placed in the atmosphere in gas form
was separated from the water that He left on the earth in liquid form.
The narrator clearly defines the firmament as “a large solid structure similar to a dome.”8 He
does so with no proof whatsoever. No one has ever seen or touched such a thing. There has been
no experimentation that proves its existence. Genesis 1:6-8 does not speak of any “shell” which
is holding up the water. It tells us the water is being held up by the expanse, or the sky.
Specifically, Genesis 1:6 says that the firmament is “in the midst” of the waters. The best way to
translate this, especially given what we can observe with our own eyes, is that the waters are
amid the expanse of the sky or atmosphere.
We can measure the fact that the sky is always made up of varying percentages of water, or
“humidity.” But, we can plainly see with our eyes the product of the third day of creation on any
cloudy day. The clouds containing “the waters above,” by the way, are not above any sort of
crystal dome. I have flown above the clouds many times.
The other word in question is found in Genesis 1:8. That word is “Heaven.” Heaven is the name
that this scripture equates with the expanse, or the firmament. Here is what Genesis 1:8 says:
And God called the firmament Heaven. And the evening and the morning were the second day.
KJV
In both the Old and New Testament we find the word “heaven.” Heaven is mentioned hundreds
of times in the Bible. The Greek word translated as “heaven” in the Bible is “Ouranos.”
Depending on how it is used in context, “heaven” can refer to either the atmosphere surrounding
the earth, or outer space, or the spiritual realm. Out of the 284 times the word is used in the New
Testament, there are only around 20 times that it is undoubtably referring to the sky or outer
space. The rest of its uses refer to the unseen spirit realm. The place where God and his spiritual
creation dwell. There are a few times when the word could be referring either to the unseen
realm or the area above the earth where the planets are located. This is like when we read
something like, “then I saw an angel come down from heaven.” It could either mean an angel
suddenly appeared out of the unseen realm into the physical, or it could mean that the writer saw
an angel coming down out of the earth’s portion of the atmosphere we know as the sky.
In the Old Testament, the Hebrew word translated as “heaven” is “shamayim.” In the 421 times
the word is used, it is regularly translated as either the sky or outer space in addition to the
dwelling place of God. However, this was at a time when outer space was more closely
associated with the dwelling place of God. They were often thought of as being one and the same
8

Video 9:17

9|Page

November 2022

The Flat Earth Theory Debunked

Doug Hooley

place by ancient man. You must evaluate each use separately. Most times the term “heaven and
earth” is used, it is referring to the totality of creation. Both the spiritual realm of heaven, and the
physical realm of earth. The term “earth,” typically includes the soil under our feet, the sea, the
sky, and outer space: all of physical creation. Heaven then, refers to the spirit realm part of
creation. So, the place of heaven (in the unseen realm sense) is referred to hundreds of times.
The word Heaven is never used to denote a solid crystal dome unless we manufacture that
meaning. Including in the creation account found in Genesis chapter one. The word “Heaven” as
found there is used to describe all three different kinds of heaven: the spiritual realm in verse
one, the sky in verse 8, 9, and 20, and outer space in 14, 15 and 17.
The narrator also believes that the word heaven has three different meanings in the Bible. He
includes the sky as first heaven. However, the second use of the word in his opinion is equated
with the firmament, which he believes is the crystal dome. The third type of heaven is where
God dwells which is found just above the solid dome.9 Which is also where he says the water
above is. Simply put, the video is trying to sell the idea that the heaven, which is referred to in
Genesis chapter one is the second kind of heaven called the firmament, and the firmament is a
large, solid, crystalline dome which covers the earth. This also means that the narrator is
assigning the third heaven, the spirit realm, a physical address.
One obvious problem with this idea of the firmament being a solid dome called heaven goes
unaddressed in the video. In Genesis 1:20, pertaining to the fifth day of Creation, we read of God
creating “fowl” which will fly above the earth. I am sure the narrator would say that these birds
would inhabit the first kind of Heaven: the open sky above the earth. However, the scripture
specifically says that the fowl will “fly above the earth in the open firmament of heaven.” The
word used for “firmament,” in verse twenty is again the same word used elsewhere in chapter
one of Genesis: “raqia.” In verse twenty we learn of the physical properties of the firmament. It
is not solid, but “open.” It is something that the birds can fly in. We also know that the
firmament supports the “waters above” in the form of clouds.
In Genesis 1:26 & 28 we read of the “fowl of the air.” The word translated as “air” in these two
verses again comes from the Hebrew word, “shamayim,” which was earlier translated as
“Heaven,” which is what God called the expanse.
The “firmament,” as it is translated in the KJV, which was called “heaven” by God, is clearly not
a solid dome. Rather, it includes everything we see in the expanse (firmament) above us: the sky
and outer space. Whereas there is no scriptural mention of or physical evidence of a crystal dome
which exists above the earth, the sky fits with scripture and with what we know through human
discovery of God’s universe and with our own observations. No denial of either the Bible, or
what is repeatedly provable is necessary to believe the open sky and outer space is the
firmament. To believe that a crystal dome exists, we must believe in something that has never
been proven and cannot be, while we ignore certain scriptures and twist others all while there is
no direct mention whatsoever of such a solid dome in scripture. Simply stated, there is no case to
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be made in favor of an invisible solid dome over the earth in the Genesis account of creation.
Yet, the narrator will rest his case on this fiction.
The Flood
Not being able to scripturally establish the existence of a solid dome above the earth, the narrator
attempts to build a case on circumstantial evidence. Much of what I am loosely calling
“evidence” is based on misused scripture. Starting with Noah’s flood. It is the flood that the
narrator cites as an example of the Bible’s use of the word “Heaven” to refer to the solid dome
firmament. 10 We have already established there is no basis for this definition of “heaven.”
The narrator cites Genesis 7:11 which says:
In the six hundredth year of Noah's life, in the second month, the seventeenth day of the month,
the same day were all the fountains of the great deep broken up, and the windows of heaven
were opened.
Taking the word “windows” literally, the narrator remarks that these windows must be in the
firmament dome since windows are only found in solid structures.
The narrator fails to recognize the figurative or symbolic language that the author of Genesis is
using here. Biblical authors use figurative and symbolic language all the time. Along with
metaphors, hyperbole, analogies, and parables to make their points according to the normal,
natural way that humans communicate. Failure to recognize when such things are in use can
cause extremely erroneous interpretations of scripture. Such is the case here.
Quite often, when symbolic speech or imagery is used in the Bible, it is defined in immediate
context. Such is the case with what constitutes the “windows of heaven.” In the very next verse
we are given the meaning. Genesis 7:12 says,
And the rain was upon the earth forty days and forty nights.
There were no rivers of water documented pouring out of literal windows in an invisible solid
dome. When the Bible says that when the windows of heaven opened, it means it rained. There is
a possibility that it had never rained on the earth prior to this point. That would explain the
meaning behind the “windows” being opened, which were once, by implication, shut.
There is a Biblical creation science model which theorizes that there was once a great deal more
water contained in the atmosphere above the earth. Not a solid, permanent dome, but a water
vapor canopy that encircled the earth. It would have caused a greenhouse effect that would
explain why so many tropical plants and animal fossils have been found in the far north of the
globe. The atmosphere would have been very stable. Temperatures and humidity levels more
homogenous. Heavy dew would have covered the ground in the morning providing water for
plants.

10
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The climate would have become much colder once God caused the moisture to fall to the earth.
The second effect that the extreme layer of moisture in the atmosphere would have had was to
reflect harmful solar radiation away from humans. This could have partially been responsible for
the long lives’ humans experienced before, but not after the flood. Because the atmosphere was
likely drastically different before the flood, it would be now be responsible for discrepancies in
carbon 14 dating of things from before the flood. In other words, the flood possibly recalibrated
the amount of radioactive carbon 14 that is absorbed by plants and animals. Scientists have only
been able to confirm the findings of carbon 14 dating through the use of Dendrochronology (tree
ring dating) back to about 3800 BC. Not coincidently this is within a thousand years of when
Noah’s flood may have taken place. Inaccuracies of tree rings, such as a tree producing more
than one ring in a year, may account for any other discrepancies. According to this theory, God
may have used a cataclysmic event to trigger the flood. Such as an asteroid hitting the earth and
sending debris into the air, causing water droplets to form around the dust and drop to the earth
in the form of the first rain.
As I said, this is only a theory. But it is a theory that is easily compatible with scripture and
based on principles that we know to be true and provable which also provides answers for things
like palm trees found within the artic circle.
The word translated into English as “window,” in Genesis 7:11, is the Hebrew word
transliterated into English as “arrubah” (sounds like ar-roo-baw). They did not have exactly what
we know as windows today when Genesis was written. The meaning of the word in Hebrew
implies something like holes that release something that is on the other side of them, like a
chimney releases smoke, like a multi-holed dovecote releases pigeons, or like a sluice releases
water. When the arrubah is open, you can see through it like through the holes in a lattice. An
arrubah could be as big as a damn or microscopic. It is wrong to simply assume that arrubah
represents a literal conventional window such as the narrator implies. Window, was simply the
word that the King James translators chose to most closely convey the idea of water being
released which was not previously released.
The word found in the Greek Septuagint translated as “window” in the KJV really has nothing to
do with the idea of a window at all. What the 70, Hebrew, fourth-century BC, scholars did when
they translated the original word arrubah into Greek, to most accurately convey its meaning, is
now translated into English as “torrents.” The Septuagint version of the verse translated literally
into English says”… this day tore all the springs of the abyss and the torrents of the heaven were
opened.” There is not even a mention of a solid dome that would need to have a window opened
in it. The word “torrent” simply implies a sudden, violent, copious outpouring of water. We are
all familiar with the term “torrential” rainfall. A torrential rainfall is what occurred for 40 days
and 40 nights during Noah’s flood.
People speak in symbolic and figurative language all the time. Whereas the narrator makes a
dogmatic statement that you “can’t make a window in open space,” and that you can “only make
windows in something solid, such as a wall,” I would ask about where is the wall that the
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“window of opportunity” is in?11 We often speak about windows figuratively. For example,”
when God shuts a door, somewhere he opens a window.” The narrator misuses figurative and
symbolic writing throughout the entire video mainly through his use of selective literalism. In
other words, he takes the English translations of words literally when it suits the case he is trying
to make, but he is not willing to apply the same literalism to something else in the passage which
does not suit his purposes. I will point out examples as they arise.
My final question for the narrator is, after the rain fell from the other side of the firmament
through the so-called “windows of heaven,” what happened to the water as it receded? I assume
the dome is watertight since it held the water above it in the first place. Was it pumped back up
to above the firmament? Wait, isn’t that where you later make a case that directly on top of the
firmament is where God’s literal throne sits? Is God’s throne room under the waters that were
placed above your firmament? Did the water drain into Hell below? If that is the case, why
doesn’t all the water simply empty out into hell? Did the ice that you later say sets the boundaries
of the flat earth float on top of the water during the flood? Was it anchored so as to stay at the
edge of the world so it didn’t move towards the center and melt? There are a lot of logical issues
to be addressed if this theory were to be considered even close to viable. But funny thing about
lies and theories based on them. The lies always have to become increasingly complicated as
thinking people ask questions.
The Baptism of Jesus
The narrator goes on to use what is recorded in Luke 3:21-22 another example of the firmament
having a portal or “window” in it. It is the story of the baptism of Jesus.12 In the story we read of
heaven being opened and a dove descending as well as a voice coming from heaven. This is
compared to the windows of heaven being opened and the rain coming down. The narrator is
implying that a hole is created in the firmament, what he calls the second heaven, that gives
access to the third heaven. Which is apparently not only where the waters above are kept, but
also the Holy Spirit in the form of a dove, and God.
My first question is, are we still talking about the physical world that was created by God, or the
unseen spirit realm? The two are not the same thing. Why would it be necessary for a physical
window, or hole to open in the solid dome firmament to let a spiritual being into the physical
world below? Are we saying that which is spirit is subject to physical laws. Can I then build a
fence around my house to keep out demons?
If it was a physical portal that opened, why didn’t it start pouring down water through the hole
like it did during Noah’s flood? Was all the water used up during the flood so there was none left
at Jesus’s baptism? Did the Holy Spirit become a physical bird on the other side of the dome
hatch, which necessitated the hatch to be opened? From how high up did this poor bird have to
fly down from the undersurface of the dome? We know that there is not enough oxygen to
sustain a bird’s life above around 37,000 feet.13 We know that the highest any military jet has
11
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flown is around 85,000 feet, and it didn’t crash into any solid dome. Since we are turning this
passage into a story about a physical part of creation to prove the dome’s existence, these
questions should be answered.
Yet, the story was referring to God’s non-material Holy Spirit, which temporarily took on the
physical form of a dove. Rather than attempting to manufacture a story about how a spiritual
being that appeared as a physical being had to come through a physical hatch of some kind to
descend for miles down to Jesus, is it not more likely that the Holy Spirit simply transmutated
into bodily form like a dove somewhere in the sky above Jesus? Or perhaps He acted through a
dove that was already in existence? Could the language about “heaven opening” mean that the
Holy Spirit of God crossed over from the spiritual realm of the third heaven into the physical
realm to simply illustrate that a bonified miracle had taken place, in that God directly interacted
with humans in a miraculous way? Is that not the point of this passage? Does it really need to
include the unproven or scripturally unmentioned crystal dome? Does not Heaven opening in this
case simply mean that something was revealed from the spiritual realm of Heaven to validate the
credentials of Jesus?
Visions Vs. Dome
In the next three examples the narrator uses to make his case, he fails to recognize God’s use of
visions that are almost commonly found recorded in the Bible. The Bible uses the word “vision”
87 times in the old testament and eight times in the new. It is not necessary for the word vision to
be used to identify when someone is having a vision. Such is the case with the first vision the
narrator cites, which is the “stoning of Stephen,” recorded in Acts chapter seven.14
55 But he, being full of the Holy Ghost, looked up stedfastly into heaven, and saw the glory of
God, and Jesus standing on the right hand of God, 56 And said, Behold, I see the heavens
opened, and the Son of man standing on the right hand of God. Acts 7:55-56:
If this was not a waking vision that Stephen was having in which God was allowing him to see
into the spirit realm, if this rather was a physical action that took place as the narrator of the
video contends, then as Stephen stood on the earths surface, he would have had to see Jesus, who
was assumably still the size of a normal human being, standing to the right hand of God from
several miles away. I am not sure how high the bottom of the dome is from the face of the earth.
The makers of the video never say. I know that the video puts forth the idea that space is not real,
so the bottom of the dome needs to come before space begins. Sixty-two miles above sea level is
where space is conventionally recognized as starting. Sixty two miles is too great of distance to
recognize anyone, even Jesus. As is even a single mile away hard to even tell if what we are
looking at is a person without the aid of some magnification device. As a matter of fact, at about
150 feet, accurate facial recognition, as far as testimony in a court of law goes, drops to zero in
terms of credibility.
Then, if this was a physical thing that took place, that Stephen was gazing through a doorway
into heaven, the story reads as though no one else saw what he was describing. How could that
14
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be if this was a physical thing we are talking about? This is because most visions are given to
individuals and not groups. For example, we read of one of the Prophet Daniel’s visions in
Daniel chapter six. There he says, “I Daniel, alone saw the vision, for the men who were with me
did not see the vision, but a great trembling fell upon them, and they fled to hide themselves. So I
was left alone and saw this great vision…”
Isn’t it far more likely God allowed Stephen to have a vision of the supernatural realm rather
than that he was witnessing the physical opening of a solid dome? The Bible is packed full of
such supernatural visions. This is no proof of a solid dome, this is documentation of yet another
supernatural vision in the Bible. In visions, like in our dreams at night, anything goes. But in
visions, it goes according to what God wants to communicate.
The vision that Stephen had is reminiscent of the vision the Apostle Peter had, where similar
language is used regarding the heavens being opened. You can read of this vision in Acts 10:923. There you will see that Peter fell into a trance and “saw the heavens opened and something
like a great sheet descending, being let down by its four corners upon the earth.” He then heard a
voice. After this same thing occurred three times, he saw the sheet and its contents taken “up at
once” back to heaven. In verse seventeen we read that Peter was inwardly perplexed as to what
the vision that he had seen might mean. In verse 19 we read again that Peter was pondering the
“vision.” Again, this is the same language regarding seeing “heaven opened.”
The same thing goes for the next example the narrator of the video cites to try and make his case
that a solid dome exists above the earth separating the sky below from the spiritual dwelling
place of God above. This time we are considering the Apostle John’s vision found in Revelation
4:1.15
After this I looked, and behold, a door standing open in heaven! And the first voice, which I had
heard speaking to me like a trumpet, said, "Come up here, and I will show you what must take
place after this." Rev 4:1
In Revelation 1:10 we learn that John was in the Spirit when he heard behind him a great voice
like a trumpet. Being in the spirit, means that he was meditating or in an altered state of
consciousness where his focus was not on the physical world around him. Seven letters to send
to the Churches in Asia minor were dictated to John and then John heard another voice, while he
remained in the spirit. That is when he had the vision of a door standing open in heaven.
Immediately after he heard the voice he tells us again that he was not experiencing the physical
world when he wrote, “at once, I was in the Spirit and behold a throne stood in heaven.”
It is undeniable that John saw a door in the sky in his vision. Again, if this was a physical door in
an invisible dome which is beyond the sky, it would have been several miles away. Even a door
the size of the Grand Coulee dam would have been difficult to see at such a distance. And can
you imagine the water that would have been flooding out of a door that size, since the purpose of
the firmament according to the video was to hold the waters above? This would have been the
only physical thing that John saw while he was in the Spirit having his vision.
15
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The next example the narrator uses is a later part of John’s vision as recorded in Revelation. This
time John see’s Jesus transitioning from the unseen Spirit Realm into the physical realm.16 John
again sees “heaven opened and Jesus riding out of heaven to make war and judge.17 The question
again is what it means for heaven to be opened. Does it mean that John is in the middle of having
a vision of what he could normally not see because it was of the spiritual realm, or does it mean
that a door in the invisible dome was opened?
By using these visions of things that are shown to people in the physical realm, which come from
from the spirit realm, it is as though the narrator believes that beings and things exist in some
sort of on-going physical form in the spirit realm, and that they are only hidden from us by being
on the other side of the firmament. That, if the firmament were removed, or if a door in the
firmament were always open, then we humans could see into the spirit realm and see the
inhabitants of Heaven at any time. How contrary this is to what we know about the spirit realm.
The spirit realm is invisible. It is made of spirit “stuff” (whatever that is), not physical matter.
Jesus informed us, “that which is flesh is flesh, and that which is spirit is spirit.”18 Jesus also told
us that God is spirit, and we are to understand God in that way apart from our physical senses.19
We are surrounded by unseen spiritual beings all the time that we cannot see. For example, we
know that “Satan is prowling around us,” all the time.20 We know our battle is not with “flesh
and blood,” but against spiritual beings.21 We read stories of demonic possession in the New
Testament.22 These are invisible spirits which temporarily inhabit physical bodies and when they
leave the bodies, they remain invisible. We can read of Elisha praying that the eyes of his servant
might be opened so that he might see, and when he did see, he saw the hills full of “horses and
chariots of fire.”23 Spiritual beings, in their natural state, are not visible to human eyes. They
belong to a different realm of creation. The heavenly realm. To see them, or likenesses of
Himself, God must grant the vision necessary to see into the spirit realm. The realm the “third
heaven” exists in. That realm is not simply behind a physical door above the sky.
Ezekiel’s Vision
Ezekiel had an awesome vision of God’s throne room in Heaven.24 The narrator uses verse
twenty-six of chapter one of Ezekiel to say that God’s throne sits directly above the firmament
that he says exists in the form of a dome over the earth. However carefully reading this passage
indicates no such thing. First, remember this is a vision. God is giving a human being a glimpse
into the spiritual, non-physical reality. What the narrator alleges the firmament to be, is a
physical structure created on day two of the creation of the earth.
16
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Next, remember that the word firmament, is not a proper name. It does not always have to be
referring to the same expanse in the same way. And it does not mean invisible dome. Ask any
Hebrew speaker today what the Hebrew word for “sky” is, and they will tell you it is “raqiya.” It
is the place birds and planes fly and clouds move through. It is everything we see over our heads.
It is important to note that Ezekiel is giving a description of four fantastic creatures called
Cherubim. These Cherubim were moving around in the vision. They darted up and down and
sideways. Wherever they went, some sort of wheels went with them. It is from above their heads
that Ezekiel heard a voice from the sky. Then it is from over the heads of the Cherubim, not his
own head, that Ezekiel saw “the likeness of a throne.”
I am going to ask you to think about angles and distances again. If what was taking place was
literally occurring in the physical realm, and the firmament is what the video says it is, then there
are many spatial problems to be worked out. For example, if the four living creatures (the
Cherubim) were close enough to Ezekiel to provide the detailed description that he did, and the
firmament is a dome that is miles and miles above the earth, how is he going to see a throne
sitting a top it? A throne and a being on it that he describes in detail. Why does he describe this
vision of the “expanse” he was glimpsing into, the throne, and the one sitting on it, as being over
the heads of the Cherubim, as though somewhat in front of him, and not directly over his own
head? The only thing that makes sense is that this is yet another vision described in the Bible,
where anything is possible. Where God allows fantastic creatures from a different created realm,
space, and time to be glimpsed by a human directly in front of him like some sort of movie.
Ezekiel was viewing all sorts of tremendous things all from his vantage point along the Chebar
Canal when as Ezekiel 1:1 gives us the key. It says the “heavens were opened and he saw visions
of God.” Again, we see this term “heavens opened.” Ezekiel was able to see into that which is
normally shut to humans: the realm of the spirit.
Heavenly Geometry
Next, the Narrator starts in on a series of disjointed arguments, starting with an argument over
the use of the geometric term “circle.” He says that Isaiah’s use of the word “circle” in Isaiah
40:22 proves that the earth is flat, because the verse says He (God) sits upon the “circle” of the
earth. The narrator points out that circles are two dimensional. The narrator says if God wanted
to indicate the earth was round, He would have been more specific and said that God sits atop a
“sphere” or a “ball.”
OK, if we want to play this game of holding God and the biblical authors accountable for
providing technical scientific details when it was normally never their intention, while ignoring
the actual point the passage is trying to make, does not this passage describe God sitting atop the
circle of the earth? So, if the earth were just a circle, and He were sitting atop it, does that not
mean He is sitting on the earth? The alternative is that He is sitting on the edge of the circle, but
then when God looked down, would He not be looking at the outside of earth’s rim? Even the
crude drawing the video uses has God sitting atop a half dome looking down on the flat circle
below. Sitting miles up in the air on top of a dome (a half sphere) is not sitting atop the circle if
we are being literal as the narrator suggests we should be. Since a circle is a two-dimensional
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plane, should not God have used the word transliterated into English as “uggah,” which means
“disc.” A disc after all, like a flat earth, is three dimensional as Flat Earthers would contend it is.
Wouldn’t that have been a better word since we are expecting God to be technically accurate?
Then, if we are to take this passage literally, as if it is providing geometric detail of the earth,
shouldn’t we be consistent and take the rest of the passage literally? So, in verses 23- 24 are we
not saying that God plants human princes like one would plant seeds? Then He blows on them
and they wither? Afterall, verses six and seven have already informed us that “all flesh is grass.”
Obviously, since the narrator suggests we should always take God literally, then humans must be
vegetables. I can hear the narrator’s logic on this: “well cows eat grass, and we eat cows, so yes,
all flesh is made of grass.” OK, but I also eat fish and many other things that don’t eat grass…
But wait, how can we be vegetables when we are also supposed to be grasshoppers who live in
tents? Isn’t that what the rest of verse twenty-two tells us the inhabitants of the earth are like?
This passage from Isaiah is packed with symbolic meaning. Verse 22 regarding the “circle” of
the earth is not any different. The word “circle” is a generalization and not meant to serve as a
geography lesson in school. The truth is that from any angle as viewed from space, the earth or
any other sphere does appear to be a circle. A sphere is made up of infinite circles. Likewise,
wherever we are, we are surrounded by a 360 degree circle wherever we are on the earth.
Rather than trying to manipulate this passage into a scriptural science lesson, should we not be
trying to understand what God, through His prophet, was trying to communicate?
Revelation Chapter Six: Heavens rolled back like a scroll
The next thing the narrator points to is found in Revelation 6:14-16.25 He says this passage is the
clearest place in the Bible that shows the relationship between “the earth, the firmament, and
God’s throne.” The video tells us that this passage depicts the sky being rolled together, similar
to, or “like” a scroll being rolled together and that allows the inhabitants of the earth to see God
sitting above the earth on his throne. The video is of course referring to the firmament dome
being retracted which would reveal the third heaven, where God dwells, on the other side of the
dome.
There are many physical ways for the sky to vanish as described in Revelation chapter six.
Almost all the phenomenon we read of occurring in the book of Revelation, God is using things
found in nature: Earthquakes, volcanoes, asteroids, etc. The most common way the sky
disappears is when a storm system moves in, and it becomes overcast or foggy. Where I live, the
smoke from forest fires in late summer frequently cause “the sun to be darkened, the moon to
turn blood red” and at times the sky to disappear altogether. A more fantastic way is when
something like a volcano blows up and a pyroclastic flow quickly covers the earth and sky at a
speed of around 50 miles per hour. The ash from volcanoes can spread around the world. When
asteroids hit the earth, they cause debris to fly up into the atmosphere. Earthquakes cause all
sorts of debris to fly into the air as they start fires and buildings tumble to the ground.
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Think about the effects of a world-wide earthquake as described in the passage in question. It is
following the world-wide earthquake that the subsequent events occur in the passage: the sun
becomes as black as sackcloth, the full moon becomes like blood, and the stars of the sky appear
to fall to the earth. And the sky vanishes. The earthquake is so strong as to move every island
and mountain. Surely, the sky will disappear behind mass amounts of debris that will have flown
into the atmosphere. Rather than making it so people can see God, it appears that the sky will
disappear and earth will be shrouded in darkness as a result of the cataclysmic earthquake.
As people who are on the earth at that time witness these things, it is not that they are looking at
God sitting on His throne from their vantage point on the earth. It is that they recognize that
God’s, the one who is sitting on the throne in Heaven, judgment has come, and they are afraid of
it, so they attempt to hide and they would rather die than face his judgment. It is not they who
can physically see God. It is that they know that God can see them and what they have done.
There are many problems with taking the approach to interpreting this scripture the way that the
narrator suggests we do. Again, are we really to believe that a great physical dome spanning
thousands of miles of sky is going to be retracted like a dome over a stadium, which will reveal
the spiritual realm behind it? A realm, that has no physicality to it so cannot be seen if it were
revealed? Is the narrator really saying that once that happens, people will see God behind the
dome, even though God is spirit, and not flesh? Will God be giving all the inhabitants of the
earth at that time, the supernatural ability to peer into the spirit realm? And, I thought the
purpose of the great dome was to separate the waters from above from the waters below. Isn’t
that where all this started? So, what happens when you remove the firmament? Won’t all the
waters above come crashing to the earth and cause another great flood? Think about what
happened when only the windows of heaven were opened, now the narrator is saying the entire
dome is retracted?
Elijah Going to Heaven
The next so called “proof” the Narrator uses supporting the existence of a great dome over the
earth, is the story of Elijah being caught up to heaven in a whirlwind.26 The narrator Says that
this verse would not make sense if there were an infinite amount of space above us because
Elijah would have died from lack of oxygen if he were not taken up through the firmament dome
into the third Heaven.
So, the narrator asks us to believe that God sent down chariots and horses of fire and took Elijah
up to heaven, but God did not have the ability to preserve Elijah’s life short of taking him
through a portal in the great invisible dome. Is the narrator sure there is oxygen on the other side
of the dome in where he believes the third heaven exists? Wouldn’t poor Elijah drown there
because of the water that is being held up by the dome? That is supposed to make sense, rather
than God miraculously transmutated Elijah into some form that allows him now to live in heaven
without having first died?
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Jesus Going to Heaven
The narrator makes a quick reference to Jesus being taken up into the clouds upon leaving the
earth.27 He says that Jesus was taken “up” because that is where heaven is: up. I will not give
much argument against that, the first two realms of heaven are both up as we stand on the earth.
There are many references in the Bible that indicate heaven being in the direction of “up.” In
fact, if something in the universe is not on the surface or below the surface of the earth, the only
direction it can be in, is up. All this considering that heaven is located in the spiritual realm and
not the physical realm so directions are really irrelevant.
However, the narrator is again missing the greater point of Jesus being received into the clouds.
First, clouds in ancient culture were associated with God. The most high God was considered the
“cloud rider.” God was believed to dwell among the clouds. Scripture is full of references to God
being associated with the clouds. It was no accident that Jesus ascended into the clouds, which
would have sent a strong message about who He is. This story is also about providing some
details about the return of Jesus. The angels present when Jesus ascended, informed those also
there, that Jesus would return in the same way. He ascended into the clouds, He will descend
from them.
The Tower of Babel
To continue to make the point that Heaven is “up,” the narrator refers to the story of the Tower
of Babel found in Genesis chapter eleven.28 Again, I have no problem with thinking of heaven in
the direction of up, because that doesn’t mean it sits behind an imaginary dome of some sort.
What I will comment on here is that the Hebrew word translated as Heaven in this passage, can
also mean “sky.” Today, we have many “skyscrapers” in large cities. If the narrator is saying it
was the intention to build a tower up into the third heaven, where God dwells, then the narrator is
relying on the misconceptions of ancient man to make his point, not spiritual truth. The Bible
records many wrong behaviors. Trying to build a tower to heaven is just one more. Trying to
prove that heaven is up based on misconceptions of ancient people proves nothing. Ancient
people also believed that menstruating women could drive dogs crazy and kill swarms of bees,
that redheads would turn into vampires after death, that our eyes send out beams of light, and
that evil spirits lurk in Brussels sprouts.
The Trajectory of Rockets
Next, the narrator makes another half true observation when he asks another inaccurately leading
question, “why don’t rockets fly straight up? He says, “they fly horizontal to the ground,” and
then answers his own question, if rockets flew straight up, “they would crash into an enormous
ceiling.”29
It is true, that after rockets initially take off, they perform what is called a “pitch over maneuver”
in which they adjust their angle of ascent. However, they are still rapidly climbing away from the
27
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earth and not flying parallel to its surface. This is so the rocket will not run out of fuel before it
achieves orbit around the earth. When rockets fly straight up, they are pulling against the full
force of gravity, and that takes more fuel. When they fly at an angle, they use less fuel. However,
until they reach orbit, they never fly completely horizontally as the narrator says they do. For
rockets that ultimately want to end up in orbit, it is their goal to end up flying parallel to the
ground as they continue to circle the very round earth. But, flying parallel to the earth doesn’t
occur until the orbit is well out of sight of the ground.
Satellites
Moving on to the next thing the narrator apparently does not understand and so fills in his lack of
understanding with a false assumption, he asks the question, “why don’t satellite dishes track
across the sky if satellites are orbiting us?”30 He says it is because there are really no such things
as satellites in the sky. He alleges that satellite dishes are really receiving signals from radio
towers located a only few miles away on the ground.
The over million people that work in the $386 billion space technology industry would differ
with the narrator of this video as to the existence of satellites. By the end of 2021, 4852 satellites
circled the earth. Can you imagine how hard it would be to get a million people to keep the secret
that the satellites that provide so much of the technological capabilities we never had before
satellites were all a great hoax? To replace what satellites do, there would need to be a grid of
radio towers covering the entire face of the earth, only a few miles apart. These towers would
need to span every desert and every mountain range. They would have to number in the millions
to provide the GPS or Global Positioning signals necessary to span the oceans both north and
south, east and west. Yet, there is no evidence of anything like such a vast grid of satellite
imitating antennas.
The reason we don’t see satellite dishes tracking satellites across the sky, is because many
satellites, like the ones that provide television signals, are in geosynchronous orbit. That means
they are orbiting the earth in the same direction the earth is rotating at a rate fast enough to keep
up with the spin of the earth, so that they hold a constant relative position above the earth. Other
satellites are stationary. That makes them appear to move across the nighttime sky as the earth
rotates beneath them.
His question is either based on ignorance, or the assumption the viewers are ignorant. His answer
to his own question is just wrong. Taking a simple class on how radios and radio frequencies
work would clear up the matter for him.
Space Does Not Exist
The narrator informs his viewers that there is no such thing as space. It does not exist.31 This is
because above us is only the sky, the firmament dome, and above that the third heaven, where
God’s throne is. There is no place for outer space. Besides his simple, yet very flawed logic, the
narrator offers absolutely no proof of this. No direct scriptural proof. No physical proof. No
30
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challenges to what we can see with our own eyes. No explanation how the hundreds of thousands
of people involved in the space exploration industry could possibly be pulling off one of the
greatest hoaxes ever and no one is coming forward to expose it. Nothing.
As of November 2021, over 600 human beings have travelled to space. You don’t even need to
go to space to know how vast it is. You can estimate the distance of the moon from the earth, and
even the sun and stars by using triangulation and parallax.32 Humans have been using these
methods since the second century BC. The burden remains on the narrator to prove that
something so obvious does not exist. The narrator must make such an absurd claim, because that
is what supports his other absurd claim that there is a dome that covers the earth. The lie just
must get bigger and bigger.
Considering his claim that there is no outer space, the narrator asks the question, where then are
the sun moon and stars? He answers his own question in chapter four of the video titled the
Night’s Lights.33 He starts out chapter four making a great case for the awesomeness of God. The
universe is unfathomably enormous! What kind of a being could create such a thing simply by
speaking what He had in mind it into existence. However, the narrator then tells us how literally
the entire universe is a fake. It’s a façade like a Hollywood movie set. A relatively thin veneer
over the undersurface of the firmament dome that is “much, much closer” to us than we think.
At this point he speaks of the firmament dome as a fact. Literally everything in the Universe
must now fit the dome model he relies on but is no where near proven from scripture either
directly or indirectly and has been disproven through experimentation and observation for
hundreds of years by followers of Christ and non-Christians alike. This is a classic case of
someone previously establishing a definition something and then citing it later as a fact. Here,
the narrator cites the great physical barrier of the giant crystal dome called the firmament as a
fact. He will now build more lies upon this lie.
As proof the narrator claims that stars are much smaller than what science says they are.34 He
says one way to prove this is that the bible says stars fall to the earth. If they were billions of
miles away, how could that happen? He cites Matthew 24:29 and Revelation 6:13. He says small
stars falling to the earth is only possible because the stars are small objects placed in the
firmament.
Today of course we know that what the Bible is referring to are meteoroids. When they hit the
earth, they are called meteorites. They are not distant stars, like our sun is a star, but in our
common tongue, we still call them “falling stars.” Actual stars, like our sun, through nuclear
fusion, create their own heat and light. Meteors that fall to the earth appear as stars streaking
across the sky as they become super-heated from the friction as they enter earth’s atmosphere. It
is estimated about 17 meteors hit earths surface every day. You can think of meteors as space
32

Using parallax and triangulation. Positions and directions of objects appear differently from different positions
on the globe. When you measure the differences in angles and the distance between the points these
measurements are taken, you can figure out the distance of the object.
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rocks. They can be as small as dust, but some which have struck the earth have been as large as
cars. None of the vast numbers of meteor that have struck the earth shown potential for ever
generating light on their own. From our perspective on the earth, we see more “falling stars”
when we go through what I call “dirty spots” in the universe. As the earth makes its way around
the sun each year, we predictably go through the same dirty spots which result in annual meteor
showers. Based on scripture, it appears that we will be going through an especially dirty spot in
the universe just prior to the return of Jesus when meteors appear to fall to the earth like figs
from a tree in a strong wind.
The Greek word translated as star in the New Testament is “aster.” We get our word “asteroid”
from it. It is used in the New Testament in several places, besides normal stars in outer space, the
word refers to what may be an asteroid in Revelation 8:11 called “Wormwood,” a possible comet
in Matthew chapter 2 that the wisemen were following to find the newborn Messiah, and meteors
which will appear to fall from the sky at the return of Jesus.
Regarding the distance away from the earth the sun, moon, and stars are from the earth, there is
no mysterious science behind it. It is as simple as understanding a triangle. Anyone who has
taken high school geometry or above can understand how this works. Using the moon as an
example, you take measurements at the earth’s surface of the angle the moon is above you. At
the same time someone else takes the same measurement from a long distance away on the
earth’s surface. Knowing the distance between the two people measuring the angles, we know
how long one leg of the triangle is. The point that the other two legs of the triangle meet is where
the moon is. You compute the distance that is by using the angles of the moon above each person
that were measured. Triangulation is used all the time to navigate on land, sea, and air. You can
do the same thing with the sun. And using the same principles of triangulation, you can even
measure the distance of the stars.
If the moon and sun were as close as the video says they are, as they rotated through our sky
every day, they would start out very small as they approached in the distant sky and they would
continue to grow larger until they were as close to our position as they were going to be. Then, as
they moved off they would grow smaller until they vanished. This is just like any object that, as
it comes closer to us, takes up more of our field of vision, and the further away it is, the smaller it
appears to be. But, because the moon and sun are such great distances away, they don’t appear to
change in size in the sky. If we had a flat earth and the sun and moon moved about the sky, this
is how it should be. Instead, we see the sun maintain its size throughout the day and then go
down over the horizon, that the narrator says does not exist.
The ”Star” of Bethlehem
The narrator cites the star of Bethlehem as proof of the firmament dome contains the stars we see
in the sky and so the stars are much closer than scientists think. He said what occurred was only
possible because of the star’s proximity to the earth so the stars have to be contained in a dome. I
agree that the star of Bethlehem must have been close to the earth. But, given the characteristics
of the star, it must have appeared to the wisemen to be even closer, at times, than what the video
represents the firmament to be. Whereas this star was initially visible from where the wisemen’s
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journey began, probably in Persia in the east, in the end, this star came to rest over the very
house that Jesus was in. Having the ability to come to rest over a specific house, as opposed to a
neighborhood, city, or even large region, is only possible if the star were extremely close to the
ground. Somewhere in the middle of the wisemen’s journey, the star must have disappeared for a
time since they had to stop off in Jerusalem and ask King Herod and his own wisemen for
directions. The characteristics of this star are not explainable by anything in nature, whether the
narrator’s firmament dome, or anything we know about astronomy. This was a supernatural
event. The Bible does not indicate anything else. What happened with the star, was only as
natural as myriads of angels showing up in a field near Bethlehem and telling the shepherds that
the Messiah had been born and they would find him lying in a manger.
The Moon
The narrator tells us that the moon is not solid and that it is a source of light rather than a
reflector of the sun’s light.35 He says, “we are told it (the moon) is solid. The Bible tells us it is
something totally different.” What does the Bible tell us according to the narrator? That the
moon is a light of its own. He bases this on Mark 13:24 which says, “the moon shall not give its
light.” Because of his misuse of scripture, the narrator wants us to believe that the moon must be
its own source of light. I wander if the narrator believes it is just a giant, ongoing, constant
coincidence, that the phases of the moon line up exactly with the earth casting it shadow on the
moon as the sun is on the other side of the earth? And, when the sun’s light is not obstructed by
the earth, the moon appears to be full? Is it just a coincidence when there is a lunar eclipse that
the entire moon is dark?
Again, saying the moon gives light, was and is just a common way of communicating. We all
know what the term “moonlight” means. Should those of us that believe the moon is merely
reflecting the sun’s light quit using that word and start a campaign to abolish the term
“moonlight,” because that is not an accurate statement? Should the lyrics to “By the Light of the
Silvery Moon” be changed to, “by the light of the silvery reflection of the sun’s light off the
moon” to be more accurate as to saying what we believe to be true? Or can we just say that we
understand what the term “moonlight” commonly means?
The narrator says that the moon would be as bright as the sun if it were reflecting the suns light.
He uses 1 Corinthians 15:41 as justification for making this claim.36 That verse says:
There is one glory of the sun, and another glory of the moon, and another glory of the stars; for
star differs from star in glory.
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Again, the narrator makes a naïve and untrue statement. The moon is not efficient at reflecting
the suns light. It only reflects about 7 to 12.5% of the suns light depending on the region of the
moon you are focused on. This is because the moon’s
surface is not a mirror and it is far from smooth and
polished. It is not even entirely white. Even if the moon
were silver and polished smooth, since it is a sphere,
the light that hits the moon is reflected out in every
direction and not directly at the earth. As one author put
it, if a 2,160-mile-wide flat mirror were placed on the
Moon to redirect sunlight toward you on Earth, then the
Moon would look as bright as the Sun!”37
But we do not stop with the outlandish false claims about the moon here. The video also says
that the moon is see through. 38 The narrator asks, “have you ever noticed you can see the sky
through the moon sometimes?” He says, “This is because the moon is not a solid object.” He
offers absolutely no proof supporting this claim, or if it is not a solid object, what kind of object
is it? Is it gas? Is it an intelligent, shape shifting piece of cheese? He also says “the moon shines
fully sometimes and partially other times.” He is saying rather than the earth casting its shadow
on the moon, that the moon is partially see through and follows a regular monthly see through
cycle.
Of course, those who believe in a flat earth believe the moon landing was a hoax. All the
conspiracy theories related to the moon landing have been soundly debunked many times over.
The amount of people it would take to pull off a fake moon landing would be staggering. The
odds of keeping it a secret are incalculable. Now, a generation later, an entire new generation of
moon landing liars would have had to have been sworn in while their predecessors are in the
process of taking the lie to the grave with them. It would take multiple trillions of dollars to keep
this colossal fake going. Ask yourself, who is paying the bill for that? Where is the money trail?
Who is behind this thing that involves millions of people and here is the most important
question: what do they have to gain on their investment? The answer is nothing.
I have to say at this point, for people who are familiar with the provable explanations for the
phenomenon that the narrator talks about, his explanations sound increasingly made up by
someone who is intentionally trying to see what he can get away with and get people to believe.
The moon is transparent sometimes and not a solid object? It is really close to the earth and is on
a circular cycle above the earth in the firmament? It generates its own light like the sun? All of
these things are so false and easily disproven.
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Would A Perfectly Reflecting Full Moon Be Just As Bright As The Sun?, Sky And Telescope, July 21, 2006, Roger W.
Sinnott citing Jeff Medkeff’s summary of the problems astronomers face in defining and measuring the Moon’s
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Gravity
What else could possibly be wrong with the narrator’s claims? How about saying that “gravity
doesn’t exist?” 39 His bizarre logic he bases this claim on is that if gravity did exist, “birds could
not fly” and “people would be cemented to the ground.” This sounds like the narrator is trying to
redefine what he believes the characteristics of gravity would be if he would have created it
instead of God. Maybe he would have left out several internal organs in the human body because
he doesn’t understand what they do either.
The short answer to his claim is that he appears to not be willing to accept how God created
gravity to act in creation. God made gravity to be relative to the size of the planet an object is on
or around. On the earth, there is just enough gravity which allows us to lift our legs in the air. If
you are in super good shape, maybe even temporarily sail into the air like Michael Jordan. That
would be a lot tougher on a huge planet like Jupiter. It is because of other natural physical laws,
like the principles of flight, that birds are able to overcome gravity and soar high into earths
atmosphere. However, if a bird were to retract its wings, thereby no longer creating lower
pressure above the wing than below it, which is what allows it to stay aloft, the bird will
plummet to the earth because of gravity.
The narrator offers an alternative to gravity. He says that it is density that cause things to be held
to the ground. He says things will continue to sink until they encounter something denser than
themselves. The narrator here is making a partially true statement. For example, oil floats on top
of water. There is a relationship between density and gravity. Gravity has a stronger affect on
objects with greater density. If an object had no density, gravity would have no effect on it. It
would not fall to the earth. But, if there were no gravity, objects would not sink to the ground
regardless of their density. Gravity is the force God created that pulls things that have density in
a particular direction.
Density has to do with weight, but it does not explain why objects fall towards the earth. The
narrator fails to explain why objects always fall downward to the earth, rather than fall up. Why
don’t denser objects fall up or sideways? Why is it always towards the earth? What is the
underlying force in play? What is the force that God created that causes objects to move or be
pulled in the direction of objects of great size, like planets and our sun? It is called gravity.
Of course, the narrator conveniently does not believe that outer space exists. But gravity as a
force is easily proven as astronauts have travelled to outer space. As they and the objects they
take with them leave the area influenced by earths gravity, they become weightless, regardless of
their density. Astronauts have been sending back videos from space of the effects of zero gravity
decades before Computer Generated Imagery (CGI) was invented.
The Tides
Since there is no such thing as gravity according to the video, the narrator offers magnetism as
the explanation for what causes tides. 40 Here is how it works: the sun and moon act as a battery
39
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in the sky. The sun carries a positive charge, and the moon, a negative charge. As those two
celestial bodies rotate around the flat surface of the earth, the sun repels the water at low tide,
and the moon attracts the water at high tide. 41
It was Sir Isaac Newton that first explained that it is the gravitational pull of the sun and moon
that cause the earth’s oceans to rise and fall. But as we have seen, the makers of this pro-flatearth video reject conventional science and have replaced it in favor of their own version of
science, which above all, prioritizes disagreeing with conventional science, even when it means
embracing the absurd.
The sun does in fact have a strong and complex magnetic field. It sends out electromagnetic
flares that hit the earth which not only cause the aurora borealis but can knock out satellites and
interfere with other electronics on earth. However, the suns magnetic charge has no regular and
predictable effect on the tides. The moon has no magnetic field like the earth and sun do.
Although its dark side contains negatively charged electrons, the daylight side, the side which
faces the earth, is positively charged as the sunlight knocks negatively charged electrons off the
surface of the moon. There is no evidence or even speculation among conventional scientists that
it is the magnetic polarities of either the sun or moon that control the tides on earth. The narrator
has offered no proof to the contrary. His only motivation is that gravity does not fit his model
since it is a part of a model in which the earth is round and orbits the sun while the moon orbits
the earth.
Images of the Earth
So what about the hundreds of thousands of images of
the earth that have been taken from outer space? The
answer the narrator gives is “as for the images (of the
earth) that NASA has produced, they have all been
created through Photoshop.”42 While we are talking
about images here, did you know there is not a single
flat earth map in existence which pretends to have an
accurate distance index? They can’t figure out how to
not make the shortest distance from South America to
Australia be via the North Pole.
To demonstrate how NASA and others have faked every picture taken from space, an audio
recording of a NASA employee, Robert Simmon, is played, who is responsible for editing the
picture of the earth known as “the Blue Marble 2.0.” The narrator sells this interview as some
sort of an admission that all pictures of the earth from space have been fabricated.
The audio recording of Mr. Simmon is actually instructive of how many different digital satellite
images taken from space have been knit together to form the image. This is no recording of a
whistle blower or confession. This is a “how they did it interview.” No one is trying to hide
41
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anything. NASA is very open about how these images are edited together. Knitting images
together is out of necessity, since the satellites are too close to the earth to take a picture of the
entire globe. Nevertheless, all of the images are real digital images of slices of the earth that were
peiced together.
Photoshop was not even invented when humans started taking photos of the earth from space.
The first photographic image taken of the earth was from the vantage point of a captured Nazi V2 rocket launched from White Sands Missile Range on October 24, 1946. Twelve years before
NASA was formed. The photo was shot on a 35 mm camera, thirty years before Photoshop was
invented. The original photo known as the Blue Marble was taken using a 70mm Hasselblad
camera with an 80 mm lens by the crew of Apollo 17 on December 7, 1971, from 28,000 miles
out in space. No images were knit together in that photo.
Portraying NASA as a primary agency that is set on misleading the public into believing the
earth is round is a hard sell. People have been saying the earth is round for thousands of years.
They have been proving it through methods other than going to space for a very long time also.
The effort to study astronomy is world-wide and not dependent on NASA. Russia, a current
enemy of the United States has a vigorous space program. They rely on the same science about
the universe as the US. 77 different countries have space programs, 16 of which have the
capability of launching rockets into space. Several of these countries are not friendly towards
each other and don’t agree on much, but they all agree that space exists, the earth is round, the
moon is real, and the sun is approximately 92.335 million miles away. What I am saying is that if
the Universe as the world and science knows it is a hoax, it is a hoax that is dependent on about a
million people world-side to keep it going and keep it secret. That only includes those working in
the space related industries. This doesn’t even include the fields of astronomy, astrophysics,
cosmology, data science, or planetary sciences among others. Not to mention that the US
military now has a branch of service called the Space Force, which employs another 16,000
military and civilian personnel. Wouldn’t you think the big lie of a spherical planet and no space
would leak out some time?
The Sun
Now focusing on the sun, the narrator asks these misleading questions, “have you ever noticed
when you look out of an Airplane window, you seem to be on the same field as the sun? Have you
ever noticed that sometimes you can see clouds behind the sun? Have you ever noticed that the
suns rays disperse from a single point in the sky?”43 He then of course assumes the viewer will
answer all the questions with a “yes” as he provides the reasons that you must be in agreement
with him.
He says “this is because the sun is not located 92 million miles away. It’s actually much, much
closer.” He cites Psalm 19:1-4 Highlighting “The heavens declare the glory of God and the
firmament sheweth his handywork,” and “ In them hath he set a tabernacle for the sun.” It is a
shame that the narrator is misusing this scripture by reducing the intended meaning down to a
pseudo-science lesson on astronomy. Especially where his conclusions are completely erroneous.
43
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Verse six in the very scripture he is citing speaks of the sun’s “going forth” from one end of the
heavens to the other. This has to do with the sun rising on one side of the visible arch of the sky
in the East, and setting on the other side in the West. The sun comes up from below the horizon,
passes through our visible sky (what the narrator calls the firmament,) and then sets below the
horizon. As previously stated, if the earth were flat, it would not set below the horizon. The flat
sun would appear as a tiny oval in the eastern sky. It would grow larger as it turned into a circle
above us, then it would get smaller and become a tiny oval again as it disappeared from view.
But to get back to the narrator’s questions. First, “have you ever noticed when you look out of an
Airplane window, you seem to be on the same field as the sun?”: Yes, but only shortly after the
sun has come up, or soon before it sets below the horizon. Otherwise, the sun spends most of its
time above the plane. His question implies it is always the case that the sun is on the same
altitude as the plane. That is an attempt at intentional deception. Next, he asks if the viewer has
ever noticed clouds behind the sun. Let me first say that you should not look directly at the sun!
Next, if you do, and you think you are seeing clouds behind the sun, it is an illusion, like seeing a
mirage in the desert. It has to do with light refraction.
But, by asking this question, is the narrator now saying that the sun is in the “first heaven?” The
sky? The place where the clouds and birds are found, so that the sun sometimes will pass in front
of the clouds? So, the sun is really only a few miles up in the sky at most? I think we are getting
our first and second heavens mixed up Mr. Narrator.
Finally, the narrator asks, “have you ever noticed that the suns rays disperse from a single point
in the sky?” I will have to answer “yes” to that question. They disperse from the single point of
the sun in the sky. What is the point the narrator is trying to make. That if the sun is in outer
space, the rays should only point downward? I really have no words to respond to that. Some
things are so far out there as to be foolish. Proverbs 26:4 says “Answer not a fool according to
his folly, lest you be like him yourself.” I am really running the risk of that a lot in responding to
a great deal of what can be considered foolishness.
Pouring Out a Vial on the Sun
The Narrator says that Revelation 16: 7-8 proves that the sun is located below heaven, in the
firmament dome. That scripture says that an angel pours out his vial upon the sun. According to
the narrator, the angel in heaven must be located above the sun, which is in the firmament in
order to be able to pour out his vial on the sun from above. We are asked to ignore several
essential factors.
First, the book of Revelation is full of symbolism. We are probably not even talking about
anything literally being poured out onto the sun. We are probably talking about God initiating a
judgment He has planned for the inhabitants of the earth, which will involve the sun. Next, we
are talking about two different realms of creation interacting: the angel in the Spirit Realm, and
the Sun in the physical. How those realms interact with each other is largely a mystery, meaning
how did God design it into his creation when something in the spiritual realm, that is not made of
physical matter, is sent to cause something to happen in the physical realm? However that is, it is
likely not as simple as an angel pouring out the contents of a vial or bowl onto the sun. Finally,
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what is to say that regardless of the angel’s original location, that once commanded by God to
pour out his vial on the sun, the angel could not travel to the sun from a different quadrant in
space, and carry out the mission? Perhaps he starts out from the Alpha Centauri star system. Can
you imagine an angel saying, “Oh, I would love to pour out the bowl my God. If only I were
located directly over the sun so I could do so.” That is absurd.
The narrator tells us it is impossible for the earth to rotate around the sun because the sun was
created three days after the earth.44 I laugh inside about the producers of this video saying
something was impossible for God to do. The narrator never even offers any explanation why
this would make it impossible for God to accomplish. In fact, it makes more sense to think it was
created in this order. Lets say the earth has just been formed and is flying through space at about
67,000 miles per hour. Then, Bam! God creates the sun and moon and stars in the heavens. The
sun catches the earth as it floats by in its gravitational field and the earth begins its first of many
laps around the sun.
The Sun’s Circuit
The video again cites Psalms19 as a lesson in astronomy, saying that it is the sun which moves in
a regular circuit and not the earth. Like a lightbulb on a string swinging around in a circle45 This
is because verse six says, “His (the suns) going forth is from the end of the heaven, and his
circuit unto the ends of it. This is simply the Psalmists way of saying the sun regularly moves
across the sky from one side to the other while we remain stationary on the earth. No, this is not
technically accurate. It is the earth that rotates under the Sun and we are on the earth as it does
so. But, it appears from our stationary location on the earth that the sun moves across the sky,
and we all understand what that means. And, in fact that is still how we talk about it today.
Highly classically educated astronomers of the world still talk about the Sun rising in the east,
when in fact it is the earth that rotates towards the east exposing the sun once more. They do so,
not because they believe the sun is moving around the earth, but because they know that what
they say will be commonly understood apart from being technically correct. The Bible likewise
was written in common terms and understandings, not as a technical scientific journal. The Bible
uses the language of what appears to be true from what we observe from our perspective. It does
not give us the behind-the-scenes scientific explanation. If you were to ask anyone to talk about
their observations of the sun relative to their position, they would say, “the sun moved across the
sky.” That would be completely understandable, and true, from their perspective. But, to zero in
on this kind of thing is to miss the point of the passage.
According to the narrators own literal logic, when the scripture uses the personal pronoun “his”
when referring to the sun, it already doesn’t make sense because the sun has no gender. But since
the Bible compares the sun to a bridegroom, we must conclude that the sun is a male. If we can
get past that, to the part about the sun “going forth is from the end of the heaven, and his circuit
unto the end of it,” if we were to use his model of the earth being a round disc, then where would
the end of heaven be located? A circle has no end. But assuming it is what the narrator calls the
44
45

Video 38:00
Video 38:30

30 | P a g e

November 2022

The Flat Earth Theory Debunked

Doug Hooley

second heaven we are talking about, being the firmament dome, wouldn’t the end of the dome be
at its base, where the dome meets the earth? So if the sun goes to the end of heaven in its circuit
every day and crashes into the earth, how is that like a lightbulb swinging on a string? If it is just
going around in a circle within the dome above the earth, like I said, circles have no ends. So
how could it make it to the end of its circuit in the firmament? Is the Bible wrong if we are to
take this literally, or possibly the narrator is wrong in his attempt to mislead us by misusing
scripture?
The Sun Standing Still
The narrator points to Joshua commanding the sun to stand still as he fought the Amorites as
evidence that if the sun were not moving, Joshua would not have commanded it to stand still.46
Joshua, despite being God’s chief human on earth at the time, may have believed it is the sun that
moves in the sky, like most other people did who were speaking from the limited data they had
to work with in their day. But Joshua most likely believed in many other things that were not true
based on his lack of understanding of God’s creation. Just as a baby doesn’t understand much
about the world until he or she grows and matures, we don’t expect humans to possess
knowledge of things that have not yet been revealed or discovered. Remember, the Bible is
typically written from a subjective observational point of view, not an objective, technically
accurate point of view that would have required knowledge of things that did not yet exist or that
people did not understand.
As for what actually occurred when scripture says, “and the sun stood still, and the moon
stopped,” I don’t know for sure. No person living or dead could know. I am not even sure that
Joshua knew the mechanics of it at the time. And I am definitely not sure that the passage has
been appropriately translated. Based on the words used in the passage it may even mean that God
kept the sun from appearing to rise for an entire day. I say that because it appears that Joshua did
his travelling to the battlefield at night. The word translated as “stand thou still,” can also mean
to rest or wait among several other things.
What ever happened at Gibeon was a miracle. It did not depend on the normal laws of nature.
Miracles, according to the will of God, act in defiance of the laws of nature. Whether the sun
stood still, or the earth stopped its rotation, while not ending up in calamity, or the earth merely
slowed for a while, or the sun was somehow refracted around the globe when it was normally
dark, only a supernatural miracle can explain it. No problem for God. But this doesn’t prove in
any way that the sun is swirling above the earth’s surface like a lightbulb on a string.
I for one, have no problem with the idea that God simply “kept the lights on” as Joshua’s armies
pursued the Amorites. If you will recall, God created light on the first day of creation, and lit the
earth for three days before he created the sun on the fourth day. That didn’t seem to be a problem
for Him either. Miracles rest on the documentation provided in scripture. They are not provable
through science, nor accountable to scientific analysis. If you believe what the Bible says, you
believe somehow the sun was miraculously halted for a day.
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The Reverse Time Sun Dial
The same comments are true for what occurs in Isaiah 38:7-8, where God moves the time
indicated on a sun dial 10 degrees backwards as a sign. To be clear though, it was a shadow and
the light of the sun that fell on the sundial and not the sun itself that moved backwards for some
miraculous reason, by 10 degrees. Did one angel block the light from the sun hitting the dial,
while another angel shone like the sun causing the light to move back ten degrees? I don’t know.
All I know is that the final outcome is as Isaiah recorded it. A miracle took place.
A Third of the Sun is Smitten
Revelation 8:12 tells us that during the events that play out in the future, at the end of this current
age, after an angel blows the fourth of seven trumpets, that “a third part of the sun” will be
“smitten.”47 This results in a third part of the sun being darkened, and it will not shine for a third
part of the day. The narrator interprets this to mean that if the earth were to travel around the sun,
as reality says happens, that the earth would spend 122 days out of the year, in a row in darkness.
This is because the way that the narrator pictures the sun, is if you were to look at it from above,
the circle you would see would have a 1/3 sized piece of pie removed from it. In other words, all
of the sun’s darkness would be concentrated on a 33% sized wedge of the spherically shaped
sun. So, when the earth would rotate around that side of the sun, it would be plunged into
darkness for 1/3 of the year. However, Revelation 8:12 says nothing like that and I am not sure
where the narrator gets that from. If it were a specific piece of the sun that was dark, why not the
top third of the sun or patches of the sun totaling one third that are darkened? It is as though the
narrator created a version of a darkened sun that he designed to fail rather than choosing any
number of other possibilities that easily harmonize with both scripture and what has been proven
about the universe.
Revelation 8:12 paints a picture of a time when the sun, moon, and stars appear to be one third
darker than they normally are. Secondly, it says in relation to time, they will be a source of light
one third less during both the day and night. Since none of us know, I am forced to speculate as
to what type of natural phenomenon God might use to bring this darkening of the celestial bodies
about. However, when we consider what occurred before this, when the third angel blew his
trumpet, which is a great burning star hitting the earth, which was big enough to contaminate a
third of the planets water, it may be that the resulting impact of this “star” sent so much debris
into the air as to block out the light of the sun, moon, and stars in the stated amounts.
Regardless, I agree with the narrator that this passage has nothing to do with the earth orbiting
the sun over the course of a year. It has to do with the sun being darkened by a third on a daily
basis, however God miraculously causes that to happen.
The Foundation of the Earth
The narrator cites three passages of scripture which provide proof in his mind that the earth
cannot possibly be moving.48 They all essentially say that the “earth will not be moved,” thus
47
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proving in the narrators mind that the earth cannot be spinning on its axis or orbiting the sun.
Documenting scientific truths, is again not the reason for any one of these scriptures. Even so,
the various writers of these scriptures are still technically correct in that the earth is on a
completely stable and unmovable course that God set out for it. That course will not be moved.
If we are to apply these simplistic and selective rules of scripture that the narrator continually
applies to Psalm 55:22 for example, what would it mean when it says, “Cast thy burden upon the
Lord, and shall sustain thee: he shall never suffer the righteous to be moved.” Does that mean if
you are righteous, you are like a statue? Can we use this verse as proof if we see someone
moving, that they are unrighteous? When Psalm 62:6 says, “He only is my rock and my
salvation: he is my defense; I shall not be moved,” does that confirm the fact that I will be not
moved because I am like a statue that is made in the image of God, who according to this
scripture is a rock? There are hundreds of examples in scripture I could use to illustrate how
silly it is to interpret scripture in the way the narrator is choosing to do if his methods were
consistently applied throughout the Bible.
For further “proof” that the earth is not moving the narrator says “this is why airplane pilots can
land their planes. The runway is not moving at 1000 miles per hour beneath them. The runway is
standing still.” I have already addressed this argument. The plane can land because it, the
atmosphere it is flying in, and the earth are all rotating at the same speed. It is the same idea that
makes it possible for you to drink a beverage in a car that is speeding down the road at 90 miles
per hour rather than the drink flying out of your cup and splashing in your face. The drink is
traveling at the same speed that the car it is in is traveling. If you were to be in a convertible with
no windshield, chances are the drink would splash in your face, since the atmosphere
surrounding the car is not moving at the same 90 miles per hour as the car is. I have to say this. I
remember asking my mom these same questions when I was in the third grade, and these are
roughly the same answers she gave me.
The next thing the narrator focuses on is the reason the earth does not move. He says, “the
reason the earth does not move is because it is built on a foundation.”49 He again cites scripture
to support this.50 The earth does in fact have a foundation. It is made up of its mantle and core.
But scripture should not be taken as scientific evidence. That would not constitute science.
Scripture may give clues and serve as a jump off point of investigating something, but it is not
intended to serve as scientific proof. It by nature cannot. At most it can be considered legal
evidence, but since many things cannot be repeated, it cannot be turned into science. The narrator
again misses the point of because of his misuse of figures of speech and failure to understand
that the Bible was written to communicate the way that humans communicate in the normal and
natural customary sense.

Psalm 93:1 The world is established that it cannot be moved.
Psalm 96:10 the world shall not be moved.
49
Video 45:45
50
Job 38:4. Psalm 104:5
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Hell
The Bible says the earth has a foundation, and Job 26: 7 confirms this by saying that the earth
hangs on nothing. The narrator says that the earth hangs upon nothing, because it rests upon a
foundation. And, what is in that foundation is Hell. Hell in other words lies beneath our feet,
buried in the earth. The narrator lists several scriptures establishing that there is a literal Hell
underneath the surface of the earth.
I believe the narrator is at least partially correct. I believe that God and the authors of the Bible
want us to think of Hell as a real place, and that that real place is in the earth below us. There are
far more scriptures indicating this than the narrator listed. However, although the word translated
from Hebrew into English is sometimes translated as “the grave,” and other times as the “pit,” I
am not so sure that Hell when it is talking about the place dead souls and demons reside is a
physical place. There are spiritual beings being held in captivity there and it is the place where
bodiless souls which did not believe in Jesus in life are now awaiting their judgment. Based on
what I gather from the Bible, I don’t believe physical objects, places, or barriers can contain
spiritual beings. Hell is a spiritual place, with a physical address. In other words, the spiritual
realm that hell is a part of intersects with or co-exists with the physical realm somewhere in the
earth.
I believe what lies beneath the surface of the earth to be a place where the two created realms
converge for a specific purpose. It is the place the dead are buried, which is one use of the
Hebrew word Sheol. And, it is the spiritual place called Hell, a second way Sheol is translated.
That is where souls that are damned await their judgment. The third way Sheol is translated in
the Old Testament is “pit.” That can either be referring to the spiritual Hell or a physical pit,
depending on the context. For a further discussion on this you might want to tune in to my
Podcast and listen to the series on the Biblical worldview of the Spirit Realm. I spend an episode
talking about the reality of Hell.
But there is far more beneath our feet than Hell. There are rocks, minerals, aquifers, a mantal,
magma, and a central core. I am not sure how the fact that Hell is below the ground proves that
the earth is flat. None of the Hell related verses say nothing about Hell not being within a
spherical earth or having a flat foundation.
The narrator cites as evidence that Revelation 20:1 says that Hell is referred to as a bottomless
pit.51 So according to his logic, if you fell into this pit, you would eventually come out of the
other side of the earth and that does not qualify for being bottomless. However, a Hell where
physical creatures will not reside is not subject to natural physical laws. As far as we know a
spirit may be reduced to the size of a spiritual pin head and fall in a figure 8 throughout eternity.
We have no idea what form a bottomless pit might take in the spiritual realm. The narrator’s
point is moot.

51

Video 48:20

34 | P a g e

November 2022

The Flat Earth Theory Debunked

Doug Hooley

The Horizon
In chapter seven of the video the narrator elaborates about the horizon and how it is a fallacy that
things disappear over the horizon due to the curvature of the earth.52 I have already addressed his
main arguments. I will address a couple more of his specific arguments here.
The Dream of a Tree
The narrator points to King Nebuchadnezzar’s dream in which there is a tree so tall that you can
see the ends of the earth from it.53 He says if the earth were like a globe, this would be
impossible. As though it would be possible to grow a tree so high as to see thousands of miles in
any direction and for a human to have telephoto eyes that would allow him to see that far. We are
not dealing with physical reality in this dream. We are dealing with a dream! How many people
have dreams which match up with reality and technical accuracy? If anyone does, it is rare, and
not the norm for a dream. The world might as well as been inside out and made of candy. It was
meant to convey a prophetic message, not to convey scientific fact.
The Temptation of Jesus
The narrator again fails to realize what is going on in the Bible as he cites Jesus being tempted
by Satan in the wilderness as he shows Jesus “all the kingdoms of the world” by taking him up to
an exceedingly high mountain. He says if the earth were round this would be impossible. Yet, if
this physically happened, the narrator doesn’t explain why there is no such literal mountain on
the face of the earth. It is because Jesus and Satan didn’t go to the top of a real mountain and
Jesus was not merely standing at a high enough vantage point to see thousands of miles away
unless they were in outer space, which according to the narrator, does not exist. No such
mountain has ever existed. This was a vision, dream, or hallucination that Satan caused.
The Return of Jesus
Revelation 1:7 says when Jesus returns to the earth that “every eye shall see him.”54 The narrator
obviously believes this is as though we all shall see Him at the exact same time. It is an absurd
idea to think that every human, even standing on a flat disc with no trees, valleys, or mountains,
would be able to see a normal sized Jesus from thousands of miles away, let alone 10 miles
away, even on a crystal-clear day. Which it won’t be. Jesus’s return is associated with all sorts of
atmospheric calamity and a world-wide earthquake. In some places you will be lucky to see the
hand in front of your face.
The problem for the narrator of the video is that Revelation 1:7 doesn’t say that everyone on the
planet will see Jesus at the same time when he returns. As un-American as it may sound, we can
assume that this, like so many other passages, are Jerusalem centered prophecies. It is the sky
over Jerusalem, where He ascended into, that it is most likely that every-eye will have the chance
to see Him arrive. The language of Revelation 1:7 possibly indicates that it is only in the area of
52
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His return that “every eye” will witness the event. Even if this were not true, please answer one
question. First, if you live outside of the nation of Israel, please look out your window towards
Israel. Put on your glasses if you wear them. Get your binoculars if you need them. Now, tell me,
can you see the sky over Jerusalem right now? By the way, since Jerusalem is about seven to ten
time zones away, doesn’t that mean that we should be able to see the stars in the nighttime sky
above Jerusalem when it is still daylight here, if there is no horizon and we should be able to see
thousands of miles away because of it?
It is possible that God will cause the entire planet to witness the event of Christ’s return
simultaneously since elsewhere it says “as lightening flashes from the east, so will be the coming
of the Son of Man.”55 The return of Jesus may send a lightening-like flash around the globe.
Certainly, His followers will witness His return since as Matthew chapter 24 tells us that at that
time Jesus will send out His angels to gather the elect.56
How many times have you heard on the news that there was something like a great flaming
meteor sighting only one state over from where you live, and it was not close enough for you to
witness. Or maybe it was strange lights in the sky a few states away, but you had no idea it was
going on. If you live at the equator, you have never seen the Northern lights in the sky because,
besides being over the horizon, they are just too far away. The idea the entire world would be
able to witness Jesus’s return over Jerusalem is no more reasonable for you to witness than
seeing a jet fly over Phoenix, Arizona if you live in Los Angeles.
Airplane Landings
The narrator claims that airline pilots don’t need to dip the nose of their plane when landing
because the earth is flat. If the earth were curved, they would need to steer the plane downward
in order to match the curvature of the earth.57 The real reason pilots don’t need to steer their
plane downward to land is number one, because gravity is pulling them towards the earth as the
plane’s airspeed is reduced and gravity overcomes the low pressure on top of the plane’s wings
which has been holding the plane aloft.
It is also because the curvature of the earth is so gradual that it is not noticeable in such short
distances as a runway takes up. If airplane engines were powerful enough, if a plane flew in a
straight line, they would indeed eventually enter space and leave the earth’s atmosphere. Planes
do follow the curvature of the earth, in fact descending about 8 inches in altitude about every
mile. That is imperceptible to humans. As previously stated, the curvature of the earth is so
gradual that one needs to be at least 35,000 feet up to be able to witness it.
What the narrator does not say, is that when airliners fly from one destination to another, they fly
in a straight line, following the curvature of the spherical globe parallel to the earth. If you were
to look at the routes airliners fly on a flat earth map, it would look as though they fly far out of
their way in an arc. The flight paths look as though the pilot would have to constantly be turning
the plane to reach their destination.
55
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The Earth Has Ends
Citing what is again figurative language that everyone understands now, and everyone
understood when it was written, the narrator attempts to make a point, that according to select
scriptures, the earth has a literal physical end or edge to it.
The first verse in question is Psalm 67:7 which says “God shall bless us; and all the ends of the
earth shall fear him.” I have to ask since we are supposed to take this verse as scientific fact, in
verse one when it asks for God to shine his face upon
us, if we are to take this as the sun is actually Gods
face? Is that what is shining on us? Then in the next
Psalm, Psalm 68:5 when it says that God is a father of
the fatherless, does that mean there are people walking
the earth who had no father? Is this referring to others
who were conceived like Jesus? I know that the normal
natural customary way we would understand this
would mean that a male impregnated a female and then
abandoned her, but shouldn’t we take this scripture
literally like we are doing when it suits the purposes of
trying to make a case for a flat earth?
The normal way we would understand the statement “the ends of the earth,” is to say that it is
referring to the most remote, distant, and hard to get to places on the planet. We call those places
in our common way of communicating, “the ends of the earth.”
The Ends of the Earth and Antarctica
The narrator then explains where, according to the flat earth model, the ends of the earth are. It
turns out, the end of the earth is located at the “great ice wall.” The great ice wall is also known
as Antarctica. The narrator makes his case based on a true fact: no matter where you start from in
the north, if you head south far enough, you will eventually end up at the coast of Antarctica,
which is mostly covered in ice on its coastland.
Of course, there are all sorts of photographs from space and satellite images of Antarctica
showing it to be a large continent at the bottom of our
round earth. However, the video claims that “It is a giant
sheet of Ice that compasses the whole earth.” They claim
it takes the shape of a ring that surrounds the outside of
the disc shaped earth. It is the earth’s perimeter. A
perimeter that no one has ever or may pass over. This
means there is no such thing as the south pole, and it
would be impossible for anyone to cross Antarctica from
one side to the other. If someone were to pass over the
ice ring that is holding in the oceans in and setting the
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boundary of the end of the earth, they would bump into the firmament dome.58 I have to ask
since humans are curious explorers by nature, if the video is correct about this, why have humans
never attempted to cross the ice and find the dome?
The facts are that it is not true as the narrator claims that Antarctica is not a continent and that it
is entirely made up of ice. Antarctica is the world’s fifth largest continent, and it is only mostly
covered in ice. There is seasonal thawing under the ice is mostly a layer of gravel, stones and
boulders. About five percent of its coastline is made up of exposed rock.
The video claims, “Antarctica has never been inhabited.” Antarctica is far from uninhabited.
There are normally about 5,000 people living there. When you cross over the edge of Antarctica
at its coastline and continue south you eventually encounter a research station located at the
south pole called Amundsen-Scott South Pole Station, which between 50 and 200 people from
all over the world live at year-round. The South Pole was reached the first time in 1911. Since
1957 at least 1666 people have wintered over there at least once. Any direction you go as you
leave the south pole is north, follow that direction, and it will take you back to the coast of
Antarctica. For a price, anyone may book a flight aboard a 787 Dreamliner and fly over
Antarctica all the way to the South Pole. The flight takes about 12 ½ hours and departs from
Australia.
Besides all the physical geographic evidence that Antarctica exists as a continent, there are
copious amounts of other geography problems that the flat earth model leaves unaddressed. The
biggest of which, if you look at a map of how the video pretends the earth is laid out on the flat
earth disc, the North pole is in the center of the disc. Everything, oceans and continents radiate
out from the North Pole. Like in any circle, the further away from the center of the circle, as you
travel latitudinally around the circle, the greater the distance will be. So if you are only 10 feet
south of the north pole, it will only take you about 10 seconds to make it entirely around the
circle to get back to where you started out on your circular journey. Once you make it to the
equator, the circle is much larger and it will take you much longer to make it around the circle.
But that is where on a spherical earth, the distance around the earth would start getting shorter
again as you continued to travel south.
On a flat disc shaped earth, the latitudinal distances just
keep getting longer until you reach what the narrator
calls, the great ice shelf. Based on this, it should take
days longer to travel from one continent in the southern
hemisphere to another when you travel along
latitudinal lines. Yet it doesn’t. It is 4116 miles from
Cape Town South Africa to the southern tip of South
America. It should be several times that number of
miles if the flat earth theory were true. As previously
pointed out, if you were to try to travel in a straight line
according to a flat earth map from the southern tip of South America in the southern hemisphere,
58
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to Australia, your flight path would take you near the North Pole. On a globe, the shortest
distance flight path takes you close to Antarctica.
By the time you travel all the way to the great Ice shelf, otherwise known as Antarctica, the Flat
Earthers claim that one has to travel 69,000 miles to sail around the entire distance of the ice
ring. That would take an airliner flying about 4 ½ days, 24 hours a day, non-stop. It would take a
ship, sailing at 23 miles per hour about four months to cover the same distance. In actuality, the
coastline is only about 11,200 miles long, including all the many bays and inlets. That is only
16% the length necessary to make a flat earth ice ring that is holding in all the oceans work.
Summary
The Narrator summarizes the flat earth model. This is his verbatim summary:59
•
•
•
•
•
•

We have the firmament, a glasslike dome overarching the face of the earth
Above the firmament, we have heaven, where God’s throne is.
Below the firmament, we have a circle, covered by land and sea.
Within the firmament, we have sun, moon, and stars traveling in a circular pattern.
Below the ground, we have the foundations of the earth, and within that foundation is
hell.
And around the perimeter we have a giant ice wall holding in the oceans.

He says, “This matches what we can gather with our senses and what we can read in the Bible.”
The narrator continues with his final misleading questions:
“Where in the bible does it say the earth is a globe? Where in the Bible does it say the earth is
rotating on an axis? Where in the Bible does it say the earth is rotating the sun? Where in the
Bible does it say we are traveling through a galaxy? Where does it say that space even exists?
The fact is that it doesn’t. It is simply an illusion perpetuated by the media.”
Here are my questions for the narrator. Where in the Bible does it specifically say none of those
things are true? Where does the Bible say that humans need oxygen to survive? Where does the
Bible say that bacteria exist? Where does it say that the temperature water freezes at is 32
degrees and boils at 212? The fact is, the Bible does not say many things about scientific facts,
because that is not the purpose God had in mind for the Bible.
ABC’s Nightline recorded one Flat Earther saying that “there is no way you can get a spinning
heliocentric globe out of anything in the Bible.” This is one of the Flat Earth leaps of logic and
misuse of scripture: that the absence of specific technical scripture, is proof that something
doesn’t exist. As if the purpose of the library of books which make up our Bible is to provide us
with the science behind God’s creation. By this same reasoning, there is no way you can get that
this flat earther has any gray matter which can be called a brain out of the Bible. The Bible is
silent on the existence of marzipan and automobiles. It doesn’t mention sonic booms that occur
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when a plane surpasses the speed of sound. I could continue for days on all the things that clearly
exist that the Bible is silent on.
The narrator ends the video by asking the question “why does the shape of the earth matter?” He
then of course again answers his own question. He says:
“Because many people do not believe in God because of a lie that science has told them.” I
would say more people don’t believe in God because they think people who do are idiots who
believe in this kind of crap!
The narrator says that Satan does not want man to know that God is above them. He wants them
to think that God is millions of light years away. And, “the farther he is physically, the farther he
will become mentally.” This is as though God is a physical being subject to physical laws such as
distance and time.
The narrator asks, “How many Christians would feel a greater sense of comfort if they knew their
God was right above them?” But according to scripture, God is sovereign. He knows everything,
sees everything, and is all powerful. He does not need to hover above the earth on a throne. If
God was some kind of being who resided on the other side of some dome in the sky, it would
only hinder him.
Then the narrator asks, “how many atheists would reconsider if they knew science had told them
a lie?” If you were to hand out a questionnaire to a bunch of atheists as to why they don’t believe
in God, I would guess far more would check the box, because Christians appear to be a bunch of
gullible idiots that don’t believe in provable scientific facts, far more than they would check the
box because they believe in the Big Bang theory, or the theory of Evolution.
Another question justifying why it is important to believe the lie of the Flat Earth Theory: “How
many people would get saved if they knew Hell was waiting right underneath their feet?” The
answer is the number of people saved will be the exact number of people whom God appointed
to salvation before the foundation of the earth was formed. Not one less. Not one more.
The closing words of the narrator include these: “The majority of people, Christians and nonChristians alike will continue to mock the idea of a flat earth. Esteeming it nothing more than a
caveman’s theory. But the truth is that God created the flat earth and not man. And those that
mock the flat earth do not mock man, but their creator.”
The verb form of the word mock means to tease or laugh at in a scornful or contemptuous
manner. I do not mock authentic followers of Jesus who have chosen to believe the flat earth
theory. I am concerned for them. I want them to hear understand the lies they have been told and
have the opportunity to respond to the truth.
I also do not mock those who are proponents and champions of the flat earth theory. I pity them
and I call them out for what they are: they are fools. They are deceivers. They are wolves in
sheep’s clothing and false prophets. It is they who mock God and His creation. It is they who are
driving people away from the truth. It is they that are dividing the body of Christ on earth by
using some of the most childish techniques known to history. I don’t mock these people, but I
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also do not regret exposing them for what they are. I do not know these people’s hearts. I can not
judge their motivation. That is up to God. It is my role to speak the truth.
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