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Start Here

Flat Earth Absurdity aims to be a comprehensive resource for exploring astronomy, cosmology, and
the basic physics needed to understand and debunk flat earth claims. Our goal is to provide clear
explanations, encourage critical thinking and offer tools to help you evaluate evidence for yourself.

People have recognized the Earth is spherical for thousands of years. Observers in ancient Greece
and Egypt deduced the Earth’s curvature by examining the paths of stars across the sky among
other observations. Mariners later confirmed this with circumnavigation showing that travelers
could cross an ocean and return home from the opposite direction (www.nasa.gov). The 15th-17th
centuries saw explosive growth in oceanic exploration. Despite knowing the Earth was round (from
preserved Greek texts), navigational constraints favored flat models until the mid-18th century, as
spherical calculations were too complex. With the development of new mathematical tools for
performing calculations (involving spherical trigonometry) Maritime navigation's models shifted
from simple plane-based methods to spherical models driven by the need for accuracy. Since then
every long distance navigation system on earth has relied on the spherical model.

Introduction

Historical Evidence for a Round Earth

Welcome to Flat Earth Absurdity's
Wiki

https://www.nasa.gov/earth/how-do-we-know-the-earth-isnt-flat-we-asked-a-nasa-expert-episode-53/


Science is more than a collection of facts; it is a method of inquiry. The scientific method involves
asking questions, doing background research, forming a hypothesis, conducting experiments and
observations, analyzing results and communicating findings. A hypothesis is an educated guess
that offers a tentative explanation for an observable phenomenon; scientists test hypotheses
through experiments (www.masterclass.com). When a hypothesis is repeatedly tested and
supported by data it can develop into a theory – a widely accepted, substantiated explanation for a
natural phenomenon (www.masterclass.com). The difference between a hypothesis and a theory is
crucial: theories such as the Big Bang, heliocentrism, general relativity and evolution have earned
their status because they are backed by extensive evidence and predictive power (
www.masterclass.com).

Ideas bloom in the fertile ground of inquiry, but they must withstand rigorous scrutiny to flourish.
Throughout this wiki we illustrate how hypotheses evolve into theories by summarizing the
experiments, observations and mathematical models that allow scientific ideas to earn their place
as accepted truths.

In our quest for knowledge, we confront misconceptions and myths that have taken root in the
public consciousness. Flat earth claims typically ignore the overwhelming observational evidence
for a spherical planet. For example, photos from space clearly show the Earth as a globe; time
zones, the changing angle of the Sun at different latitudes, and the way ships disappear hull‑first
over the horizon all require a round Earth to make sense. Evidence from space geodesy—the
science of measuring Earth’s shape and gravitational field—depends on Earth being a sphere to
determine positions and navigate accurately (www.nasa.gov).

Scientific Principles and Methods

Dispelling Myths and Addressing
Misconceptions

https://www.masterclass.com/articles/theory-vs-hypothesis-basics-of-the-scientific-method#:~:text=Communication%20%20What%20Is%20a,Your%20battery%20was%20dead%2C%20and
https://www.masterclass.com/articles/theory-vs-hypothesis-basics-of-the-scientific-method
https://www.masterclass.com/articles/theory-vs-hypothesis-basics-of-the-scientific-method
https://www.nasa.gov/earth/how-do-we-know-the-earth-isnt-flat-we-asked-a-nasa-expert-episode-53/#:~:text=orbit%20of%20Earth%20by%20sea%2C,I%20haven%E2%80%99t%20been%20lost%20in


We encourage respectful dialogue and critical inquiry. Explore our forums, engage with absurdity
counters that offer rebuttals to pseudoscientific arguments, and enjoy a bit of levity in the Flat
Meme Extravaganza. Building a community resilient against misinformation requires curiosity,
open mindedness, and a willingness to revisit our beliefs in light of evidence.

NASA – “How Do We Know the Earth Isn’t Flat?”: A NASA expert explains how
ancient observations and modern space missions show Earth is a sphere (www.nasa.gov).
MasterClass – “Theory vs. Hypothesis: Basics of the Scientific Method”: Overview
of what distinguishes hypotheses from theories and examples of major scientific theories (
www.masterclass.com).

Community Engagement

Further Reading

Flat Earth Absurdity is not meant to be another folder of dunk posts. The goal is to become a claim
lab: a place where viral claims, sincere questions, and educational demonstrations are turned into
clear predictions anyone can inspect.

You should be able to arrive with a specific objection, find the strongest clean version of it, and see
exactly what would count as evidence. The tone should be firm, but not sneering. Curiosity is
welcome; moving goalposts are not.

What Makes This Resource Different

The promise: every major claim should eventually have a simple path from claim →
prediction → observation → what the result means.

For flat-earth curious readers

https://www.nasa.gov/earth/how-do-we-know-the-earth-isnt-flat-we-asked-a-nasa-expert-episode-53/
https://www.masterclass.com/articles/theory-vs-hypothesis-basics-of-the-scientific-method


You should be able to grab a classroom-friendly explanation, a calculator, a meme response, or an
observation recipe without needing to rebuild the argument from scratch.

Claim-first structure: pages begin with the claim people actually say, not with a
textbook chapter.
Prediction-first reasoning: the site emphasizes what each model predicts before the
observation.
Interactive tools: calculators and simulators make scale visible instead of asking
readers to trust paragraphs.
Conspiracy economics: impossible coordination claims are tested against incentives,
supply chains, customers, institutions, and independent observations.
Shareable answers: meme cards and short replies turn long explanations into usable
conversation pieces.

I saw a meme: start with Meme Debunk Cards.
I want to test something myself: start with How to Test a Flat-Earth Claim.
I want the best evidence: start with Evidence Map: What You Can Check Yourself.
I’m stuck on conspiracy claims: start with Economics of a Hypothetical Globe
Deception.

Interactive Claim Lab Builder

For educators and skeptics

The unique angle

Choose Your Path

New Lab Tools Added

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/meme-debunk-cards
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/how-to-test-a-flat-earth-claim
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/evidence-map-what-you-can-check-yourself
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/economics-of-a-hypothetical-globe-deception
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/economics-of-a-hypothetical-globe-deception
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/interactive-claim-lab-builder


Eratosthenes Shadow Experiment
Solar Noon Longitude Challenge
Source & Tool Atlas
Reality Check Field Guide

The Influencer Claim Lab tracks the recurring claims pushed by prominent flat-earth accounts and
turns them into direct tests. The first targets include local-Sun claims, Flat Earth Dave’s clock-app
model, Eric Dubay’s “200 proofs” pattern, and the viral “we see too far” argument.

New: Influencer Claim Lab

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/eratosthenes-shadow-experiment
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/solar-noon-longitude-challenge
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/source-tool-atlas
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/reality-check-field-guide
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/influencer-claim-lab


Start Here

Most flat-earth rebuttal pages answer claims one at a time. That is useful, but it can become a pile
of disconnected arguments. This wiki should be different: it should help readers learn how to
evaluate claims.

Every strong page should eventually follow a repeatable structure:

1. Claim: What is being asserted in plain language?
2. Prediction: What should happen if the claim is true?
3. Observation: What can be measured, photographed, calculated, or repeated?
4. Comparison: Which model predicts the result with fewer patches?
5. Next test: What would change our confidence?

Flat-earth conversations often fail because one side hears “trust authority” and the other hears
“ignore evidence.” A prediction-first approach lowers the temperature. It asks both sides to say
what reality should look like before checking.

Clear explanations of scale, geometry, gravity, astronomy, and navigation.

What Makes This Wiki Different

The Claim Lab Model

Why This Helps Both Sides

What Belongs Here



Interactive tools that turn invisible scale into visible numbers.
Observation recipes that ordinary people can repeat.
Short, respectful answers for common memes and debate claims.
Conspiracy-economics analysis that asks whether a proposed deception could actually
survive contact with incentives and independent institutions.

The site should be playful, but accurate. “Absurdity” points at the claims, not at the person asking.
The strongest version of an argument should be answered before the weakest version is mocked.

Claim cards: compact claim/reply/prediction blocks for social sharing.
Observation recipes: step-by-step experiments with fields for location, time, equipment,
and expected result.
Model scorecards: compare flat and globe predictions side by side.
Absurdity counters: estimate the number of independent people, industries, and
incentives involved in a proposed deception.
Tool-first pages: place calculators next to the exact claim they clarify.

The site should feel like a workshop, not a lecture hall: bring a claim, run it through the lab, and
leave with a clearer way to think.

Editorial Standard

Signature Features to Build Toward



Start Here

This field guide turns the wiki into a practical learning path. Instead of asking readers to accept a
conclusion, it invites them to make predictions, check observations, and compare models.

1. Day 1 — Claim Lab: choose one claim and write the flat and globe predictions before
checking anything.

2. Day 2 — Shadows: measure a shadow near local solar noon and compare with a friend
in another city.

3. Day 3 — The Horizon: photograph a distant target from two different heights.
4. Day 4 — The Sky: identify Polaris, Crux, or another latitude-sensitive sky marker.
5. Day 5 — Solar Noon: compare solar noon across longitudes.
6. Day 6 — Satellites and Signals: track a visible satellite or amateur radio satellite pass.
7. Day 7 — Convergence: ask which model predicted the most observations with the

fewest patches.

The guide does not start with “believe the expert.” It starts with ordinary predictions. If a model is
good, it should risk being wrong before the result is known.

Smartphone camera and compass app
Meter stick or straight pole for shadows
Notebook or shared spreadsheet

Reality Check Field Guide

The 7-Day Reality Check

What Makes This Fair

Suggested Kit



Known target height/distance for horizon observations
Stellarium, Heavens-Above, USNO Sun/Moon data, and the tools embedded in this wiki



Scientific Foundations



Scientific Foundations

Principles act as the philosophical backbone of scientific inquiry, offering explanations for the
behaviors and interactions observed within the universe. Unlike laws, which are empirical and often
quantifiable, principles tend to be more theoretical, providing the groundwork from which laws can
emerge. They are considered the fundamental truths that guide scientific thought and
experimentation, framing our understanding of complex phenomena.

The Principle of Conservation of Energy: This principle posits that energy cannot be created or
destroyed, only transformed from one form to another. This principle underlies many physical laws
and is foundational in both classical and quantum physics, explaining how energy transfers and
transforms across different systems and processes.

The Uncertainty Principle (Heisenberg): It states that the position and the velocity of an object
cannot both be measured exactly, at the same time, even in theory. This principle is pivotal in
quantum mechanics, illustrating the inherent limitations in our ability to observe quantum
particles, thereby shaping the entire field's approach to understanding particle behavior.

The Copernican Principle: This principle asserts that humans and Earth are not privileged or
central observers of the universe; observations from Earth are representative of average conditions
in the cosmos (Copernican principle). It underpins modern cosmology by suggesting that no special
position exists in the universe, guiding scientists to assume the laws of physics are uniform across
space.

The Equivalence Principle: Central to Einstein’s general theory of relativity, this principle states
that gravitational mass and inertial mass are equivalent, implying that the effects of gravity are

Principles: The 'Why' and 'How'

Example Principles:

Overview of First Principles

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Copernican_principle#:~:text=Copernican%20principle%20,privileged%20observers%20of%20the%20universe


locally indistinguishable from acceleration. This profound insight laid the foundation for
understanding gravity as the curvature of spacetime rather than a classical force.

Laws, on the other hand, are concrete observations about the natural world that have been
repeatedly confirmed through experiment. They describe the relationships and behaviors of
elements within the natural world under specific conditions.

The Law of Thermodynamics: These laws (there are four main ones) govern the principles of
energy transfer and transformations. For instance, the First Law of Thermodynamics (also known as
the Law of Conservation of Energy) quantitatively expresses the principle that energy cannot be
created or destroyed.

Ohm's Law in Electricity: Ohm's Law states that the current through a conductor between two
points is directly proportional to the voltage across the two points. This law provides a quantitative
relationship that is fundamental in electrical engineering and physics, explaining how electrical
currents behave under different voltages.

Newton’s Law of Universal Gravitation: This law states that any two bodies attract each other
with a force that varies directly as the product of their masses and inversely as the square of the
distance between them (www.britannica.com). It unified terrestrial and celestial mechanics,
explaining both falling apples and planetary motions.

Hubble’s Law: An observational law in cosmology, it states that galaxies are moving away from
Earth at velocities proportional to their distances (Hubble’s law). This linear relationship (v = H_0 ×
D) provides the first observational evidence for the expansion of the universe and underpins the
Big Bang model.

Laws: The 'What'

Example Laws:

Intersection and Distinction

https://www.britannica.com/science/Newtons-law-of-gravitation#:~:text=all%20videos%20for%20this%20article,early%20in%20the%2017th%20century
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hubble%27s_law#:~:text=Hubble%27s%20law%2C%20officially%20the%20Hubble%E2%80%93Lema%C3%AEtre,light%20emitted%20by%20the%20galaxy


While principles and laws serve different roles in scientific discourse, they are deeply
interconnected. Principles offer the conceptual foundation from which laws are derived. Laws, with
their quantitative nature, provide the empirical evidence that supports, refines, or sometimes
challenges these foundational principles.

Newton's Universal Law of Gravitation is underpinned by the Principle of Equivalence, which is a
part of Einstein's theory of general relativity. The principle suggests that gravitational mass and
inertial mass are equivalent – that is, the property of a body that determines how it accelerates
under gravity is identical to the property that determines how the body responds to being acted
upon by a force. Newton's law provides the mathematical framework for predicting gravitational
forces, while Einstein's principle offers a deeper explanation of the nature of gravity itself.

In summary, principles and laws together weave the rich tapestry of scientific knowledge, with
principles guiding our understanding of the natural world and laws defining our observations within
it. Both are critical in the pursuit of scientific discovery, providing the frameworks for explaining,
predicting, and manipulating the universe's myriad phenomena.

First principles thinking is a foundational approach used across various disciplines, from science
and engineering to philosophy and business. This method involves breaking down complex
problems into the most basic, underlying principles or truths that are indisputable, and then
reassembling them to understand or solve the problem at hand. It's akin to taking a complex
machine apart, understanding the function of each piece, and then putting it back together. In
essence, first principles thinking encourages deep questioning and analysis, moving beyond
assumptions or conventional wisdom to innovate or comprehend at a more fundamental level.

Physics: In physics, first principles might include the laws of thermodynamics or
Newton's laws of motion. These principles form the bedrock upon which more complex
theories are constructed.

Interplay Example:

First Principles

Application in Various Subjects



Mathematics: Here, first principles could refer to axioms or postulates, such as those in
Euclidean geometry, which are accepted as true without proof and serve as foundational
building blocks for proving more complex theorems and developing broader mathematical
frameworks.
Economics: Economists might start with the principle of supply and demand or the
concept of rational choice as foundational truths to build more complex economic
models.as the starting point for further reasoning.
Philosophy: Philosophical inquiry often starts with foundational questions about
knowledge, existence, and morality, using logic and reason as its first principles.

The science of space-time and relativity, particularly Einstein's theories of special and general
relativity, offers a striking example of first principles thinking in physics.

Space-Time and Relativity: Einstein's theory of special relativity is grounded in two postulates:
the laws of physics are the same for all observers in uniform motion relative to one another
(principle of relativity), and the speed of light in a vacuum is the same for all observers, regardless
of their relative motion or the motion of the light source. These simple, yet profound, principles
lead to groundbreaking conclusions about the nature of space, time, and gravity.

Michelson-Morley Experiment: This experiment, conducted in 1887 by Albert A. Michelson and
Edward W. Morley, is a pivotal example of testing a first principle. At the time, it was assumed that
light, like sound, needed a medium to travel through, called the "luminiferous aether." The
experiment aimed to detect the Earth's motion through this ether. The null result (no detection of
the ether) challenged existing assumptions and directly contributed to the development of special
relativity. Einstein took the first principles approach by accepting the experiment's outcome at face
value and questioning the need for the ether, leading to a revolutionary understanding of space
and time that did not require this medium.

The Michelson-Morley experiment's conclusion—that there was no detectable aether
wind—upended the prevailing aether theory, forcing physicists to re-examine the foundations of
physics. This ultimately paved the way for Einstein’s special theory of relativity, which proposed
that the speed of light is constant in all inertial frames and that the laws of physics are the same
for all observers, regardless of their velocity. This was a radical departure from the Newtonian
mechanics that had dominated physics up until that point, illustrating the power of first principles
thinking in challenging and advancing scientific understanding.

Application to Space-Time, Relativity, and the
Michelson-Morley Experiment



Scientific Foundations

A scientific theory is a well-substantiated explanation of some aspect of the natural world, based
on a body of facts that have been repeatedly confirmed through observation and experiment. 

The development and acceptance of scientific theories involve a complex interplay between
theoretical propositions, mathematical modeling, and empirical evidence. No part can stand alone.
Without a solid mathematical foundation, theories cannot make precise predictions. Without
evidence, theories cannot be verified. And without criticism and peer review, the scientific
community cannot self-correct and advance. Thus, scientific knowledge is built, validated, and
refined over time.

A scientific theory is more than just a hypothesis or a speculative idea. It is an explanation of an
aspect of the natural world that is repeatedly tested and validated through experimentation and
observation. Scientific theories are developed through deductive reasoning and must be both
falsifiable (capable of being proven wrong) and predictive (capable of making accurate predictions
about future events or findings).

Mathematics is often referred to as the language of science. It provides the tools needed to
describe, model, and predict natural phenomena with precision. When a scientific theory is
proposed, the mathematics that corresponds with the theory is crucial. It allows scientists to
quantify their predictions and compare them with empirical data. Without a strong mathematical
foundation, a theory may lack the necessary rigor to be taken seriously.

An Introduction to Scientific Theory

The Nature of Scientific Theories

The Role of Mathematics in Science

Scientific Theories



Evidence is the cornerstone of scientific inquiry. For a theory to gain acceptance, there must be
substantial evidence that aligns with both the theoretical predictions and the mathematical
models. This evidence usually comes from experimentation, observation, and empirical data
collection. Without evidence, a theory remains speculative and unsupported, regardless of how
elegant or mathematically robust it might be.

There is a pivotal role of validation in distinguishing scientific inquiry from mere speculation. At the
heart of scientific discovery is not just the generation of theories but their rigorous testing,
replication, and peer evaluation. Science thrives on empirical evidence; theories without evidence
or those that have not been subjected to the critical scrutiny of the scientific community remain in
the realm of hypothesis. This process of validation—through experiments, observation, and peer
review—ensures that scientific knowledge is reliable, objective, and free from bias. It is through this
meticulous process of questioning, testing, and confirming that science advances. Without
validation, a theory lacks the empirical support to be considered a part of the scientific canon,
highlighting that the essence of science lies not just in asking questions but in seeking answers
that withstand the test of scrutiny.

Scientific knowledge progresses through a continuous process of scrutiny, debate, and revision.
Criticism and peer review are essential mechanisms in this process. Before a scientific paper is
published in a reputable journal, it undergoes peer review, where other experts in the field
evaluate the validity of its methodology, the accuracy of its data, and the logic of its conclusions.
This process helps ensure that only high-quality, reliable research is accepted and shared with the
wider scientific community.

The Importance of Evidence

Unvalidated Science Isn't Science

Criticism and Peer Review



Scientific Foundations

When discussing fallacies of reasoning, especially in the context of attempting to refute established
sciences, it's important to understand that fallacies are errors in reasoning that undermine the
logic of an argument. They often divert from a logical line of thinking to an illogical conclusion,
sometimes appealing to emotions, biases, or irrelevant information. Here's an overview of some of
the most common fallacies encountered in such debates:

This fallacy occurs when an argument is rebutted by attacking the character, motive, or other
attribute of the person making the argument, rather than addressing the substance of the
argument itself. In scientific debates, this might look like discrediting a climate scientist's findings
by attacking their character rather than the research.

This involves citing an authority on the subject as evidence for the truth of a claim, regardless of
the authority's expertise in the specific area under discussion. While citing experts is common in
science, it becomes a fallacy when the authority is not genuinely authoritative in that particular
field.

A straw man fallacy happens when someone takes another person's argument, distorts it or
oversimplifies it, and then attacks the distorted version as if it were the original argument. In
scientific debates, this could involve oversimplifying the theory of evolution to easily attack it,
rather than engaging with the actual scientific theory.

This fallacy occurs when an argument presents two options and ignores, either intentionally or out
of ignorance, other alternatives. In science, a common example is the creationism versus evolution
debate, where it's sometimes presented as if these are the only two explanations for the diversity
of life.

Fallacies

An Introduction to Common Fallacies

1. Ad Hominem (Attack on the Person)

2. Appeal to Authority (Argumentum ad Verecundiam)

3. Straw Man

4. False Dilemma (False Dichotomy)

5. Appeal to Ignorance (Argumentum ad Ignorantiam)



This fallacy asserts that a proposition is true because it has not yet been proven false or vice versa.
In the context of science, one might argue that because science has not explained every detail of
the universe, alternative, non-scientific explanations must be true.

This fallacy argues that a relatively small first step leads to a chain of related events culminating in
some significant effect, without evidence to support the inevitability of this progression. In
scientific discussions, this could be seen in arguments that minor environmental regulations will
lead to economic disaster.

Cherry picking involves selectively presenting evidence that supports one's position while ignoring
evidence that contradicts it. In scientific debates, this could involve highlighting studies that
question climate change while ignoring the overwhelming body of research that supports it.

This fallacy occurs when the conclusion of an argument is assumed in one of the premises. In
refuting science, someone might argue that intelligent design is true because the complexity of life
proves intelligent design, essentially assuming the conclusion within the premise.

6. Slippery Slope

7. Cherry Picking (Selective Evidence)

8. Circular Reasoning (Begging the Question)



Scientific Foundations

Understanding the implications of Newtonian and Einsteinian gravity on our comprehension of the
universe requires delving into the conceptual shifts they introduced. Here's a brief introduction
without focusing on the mathematical details.

Newtonian gravity introduced the idea that every object in the universe attracts every other object
with a force that depends on their masses and the distance between them. This concept was
revolutionary because it applied universally, from the apple falling to the ground to the planets
orbiting the sun.

Universality of Physical Laws: Newton's law of gravitation was the first to show that the same
physical laws apply both on Earth and in the heavens, unifying celestial and terrestrial mechanics.

Predictive Power: It allowed for the precise prediction of planetary motions, explaining not only
the orbits of planets but also the trajectory of comets and the tides.

Mechanistic Universe: Newtonian physics depicted the universe as a vast, deterministic
machine, operating according to fixed laws that could, in principle, predict future states of the
universe if initial conditions were known.

Einstein's general theory of relativity reimagined gravity not as a force, but as a curvature of
spacetime caused by mass and energy. According to this view, massive objects like stars and
planets warp the fabric of spacetime, and this curvature guides the motion of objects, which we
perceive as gravity.

Relativity of Time and Space: One of the most profound implications is the relativity of time and
space. Time itself can speed up or slow down relative to observers in different gravitational fields
or velocities, a concept validated by numerous experiments.

Flexible Universe: The universe is no longer a static, unchanging stage upon which events unfold
but is dynamic, with the geometry of spacetime itself evolving.

Introduction to Gravity

Newtonian Gravity: The Universal Law

Implications for Our Understanding:

Einsteinian Gravity: Curvature of Spacetime

Why This Matters:



Black Holes and Cosmology: Einstein's theory predicts the existence of black holes, regions of
spacetime from which nothing, not even light, can escape. It also provides the framework for
understanding the expansion of the universe, the Big Bang, and the evolution of cosmic structure.

The transition from Newtonian to Einsteinian gravity represents one of the most significant
paradigm shifts in science, profoundly altering our understanding of the universe.

Limits of Newtonian Gravity: While Newton's theory describes the vast majority of gravitational
phenomena we encounter in daily life and in most astronomical contexts with remarkable
precision, it fails in extreme conditions, such as those near a black hole or at cosmic scales.

Conceptual Understanding of Gravity: Einstein shifted our perspective from gravity as a force
to gravity as a geometric property of spacetime, influenced by mass and energy. This shift has
implications for understanding the universe, from the way galaxies move to the expansion of the
cosmos itself.

Innovation and Further Questions: Both theories have spurred further research and innovation,
leading to new questions about dark matter, dark energy, and the ultimate fate of the universe.
They highlight that our understanding of the universe is always evolving, driven by theoretical
innovation and experimental verification.

The move from Newtonian to Einsteinian gravity not only refined our mathematical description of
gravity but also fundamentally changed our conceptual understanding of the universe,
demonstrating the power of theoretical physics to expand the boundaries of human knowledge.

From Newton to Einstein: A Paradigm Shift



Scientific Foundations

A claim becomes useful when it can be tested. The goal is not to win a shouting match but to turn a
vague assertion into a prediction that can succeed or fail.

“The horizon always rises to eye level” is testable. “They are hiding the truth” is not, unless it
comes with specific evidence.

Ask what should happen before looking. If a model can explain every possible result afterward, it is
not doing scientific work.

For visual claims, record distance, height, lens, date/time, weather, temperature gradient and
location. For astronomy claims, record latitude, direction, time and date.

The question is not “Can I invent a story?” The question is which model predicts the observation
more simply, consistently and quantitatively.

Good experiments should be logged, even when they do not support your expectation. Reality is
allowed to be inconvenient.

Use this worksheet before debating a claim:

1. Exact claim: Write one sentence without sarcasm.
2. Flat prediction: What should we observe if the claim is true?
3. Globe prediction: What should we observe if Earth is spherical?
4. Measurement plan: What tools, locations, times, heights, and distances are needed?

How to Test a Flat-Earth Claim

Step 1: State the Claim Clearly

Step 2: Identify the Prediction

Step 3: Control the Variables

Step 4: Compare Models

Step 5: Keep the Result

Claim Lab Worksheet



5. Failure condition: What result would make you less confident?
6. Repeatability: Can someone in another location check it too?

Flat-style claim: if Earth rotates, people should feel a violent motion. Prediction to test: Earth’s
rotation should produce a large outward acceleration. Measurement: calculate centrifugal
acceleration and compare it with gravity. Result: at the equator the effect is real but tiny, reducing
apparent weight by roughly a third of one percent.

Example: “We Should Feel Earth Spin”



Scientific Foundations

A meme is usually not evidence. But a meme can be a useful doorway into a testable claim. The
trick is to translate the punchline into a prediction.

Meme says Testable version What to check

“Water cannot curve.” Large bodies of water cannot follow a
curved equipotential surface.

Long-distance horizon observations,
sea-level datums, geodesy, tides.

“We would feel the spin.” Earth’s rotation should create a large
measurable outward acceleration.

Centrifugal acceleration compared
with gravity at different latitudes.

“The Sun is local.” A nearby Sun should produce different
shadow-angle and visibility patterns
than a distant Sun.

Simultaneous shadow measurements,
sunrise/sunset, solar noon by
longitude.

“NASA lies.” Evidence for Earth’s shape depends
only on modern space agencies.

Pre-spaceflight astronomy,
navigation, surveying, eclipses, star
fields.

Ask: “What would you expect to observe if your model is true?” That question forces the
conversation away from vibes and toward predictions.

Claim Lab: From Meme to
Measurement

The Translation Pattern

The Question That Changes the
Conversation



A model does not win because it can tell a story after the fact. It wins when it predicts many
independent observations with the same underlying idea. The spherical Earth model explains
horizons, time zones, eclipses, star trails, navigation, gravity, and satellite communication with one
connected framework.

The claim changes whenever a test is proposed.
Every independent measurement is dismissed as fake.
The explanation requires unknown objects, hidden forces, or universal tampering.
The model has no numbers, only objections.

Use the interactive builder below to turn a meme into a prediction-first test plan.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/claim-lab-builder/

Some claims spread because a prominent account repeats them in a compact format. When that
happens, use the same workflow: identify the exact claim, separate the personality from the
prediction, and test the model directly. See the Influencer Claim Lab.

A Fair Comparison

Red Flags

Embedded Claim Lab Builder

Influencer Claim Lab Extension

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/claim-lab-builder/
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/influencer-claim-lab


If a claim is worth testing, it is worth writing down. Use the Claim Lab Worksheet Builder to turn a
post into a prediction checklist.

Use a Worksheet

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/printable-claim-lab-worksheets


Scientific Foundations

The Claim Lab Builder turns a flat-earth talking point into a testable plan. Use it when a
conversation starts with a meme, a vague suspicion, or a fast-moving pile of claims.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/claim-lab-builder/

1. Choose a claim or write your own.
2. State what the flat model predicts.
3. State what the globe model predicts.
4. Choose a measurement that could distinguish them.
5. Write the result that would change your mind.

Interactive Claim Lab Builder

How to Use It

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/claim-lab-builder/


Scientific Foundations

A model is not just an answer that feels satisfying. A model earns trust by making predictions,
surviving checks, and explaining many observations with the same rules.

Criterion Strong model Weak model

Prediction States what should happen before
looking.

Explains only after the result is
known.

Precision Uses numbers, locations, dates, and
tolerances.

Uses vague words like “perspective,”
“energy,” or “deception” without
calculation.

Scope Explains related evidence with the
same geometry.

Needs a different exception for every
topic.

Risk Could be proven wrong by a clear
observation.

Cannot name any possible falsifier.

Independence Can be checked by ordinary observers
and independent sources.

Depends on dismissing every
conflicting observer as fooled or
corrupt.

When someone offers a flat-earth explanation, score it. Does it predict sunrise direction, route
distances, southern stars, eclipse timing, tides, and horizon behavior together? Or does it only
answer the one meme currently on screen?

Model Scorecard: What Counts as
an Explanation?

The Scorecard

Apply It to Flat-Earth Claims



What would this model predict if we changed the location, date, or direction? A real
model can travel. A fragile claim only works in its original meme.

One Useful Question



Evidence & Proof



Evidence & Proof

Where stars are more than just twinkly lights and planets do more than spin. Astronomy gives us
repeatable, measurable patterns that only make sense on a rotating spherical Earth moving
through space.

Travel north or south and the night sky changes in a predictable way. Polaris sits higher above the
northern horizon as you move toward the North Pole and lower as you move toward the equator. In
the southern hemisphere, Polaris disappears entirely while the Southern Cross and stars around the
south celestial pole become visible. A flat map can draw these directions, but it cannot make one
coherent sky where opposite hemispheres see different celestial poles at the same time.

Long-exposure photographs show stars tracing circles around the celestial poles. In the north they
rotate counterclockwise around Polaris; in the south they rotate clockwise around the southern
celestial pole. Near the equator, stars rise and set in broad arcs. These observations are not beliefs
or institutional claims. Anyone with a camera, a tripod and a clear sky can reproduce them.

Lunar eclipses show Earth’s round shadow crossing the Moon. Solar eclipses trace narrow paths
across Earth because the Moon’s shadow falls on a rotating globe. Modern eclipse predictions work
years in advance because the geometry is understood with remarkable precision. A model that
cannot predict eclipses is not an alternative theory; it is just a story reacting after the fact.

Through modest telescopes, Jupiter shows cloud bands and orbiting moons, Saturn shows rings,
Venus shows phases, and Mars changes apparent size as Earth and Mars move around the Sun.
These are not decorative lights on a dome. They behave like physical bodies in space, obeying the

Astronomical Evidence

The Sky Changes with Latitude

Star Trails Reveal Rotation

Eclipses Are Predictable

Planets Are Worlds



same gravitational rules that explain Earth’s motion.

No single observation has to carry the whole case. The strength comes from convergence: star
positions, planetary motion, eclipses, seasons, time zones, navigation and photography all point to
the same geometry. The globe model earns its place because it predicts the sky before we look.

This simulator shows why the night sky changes with latitude. The altitude of the visible celestial
pole tracks your latitude, while northern and southern star trails rotate in opposite directions.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/star-trail-simulator/

If the tool does not appear, open it directly at /tools/star-trail-simulator/.

The Pattern Matters

Latitude Star-Trail Simulator

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/star-trail-simulator/
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/star-trail-simulator/


Evidence & Proof

Trace the breadcrumbs of ancient scholars, explorers and scientists who noticed that Earth’s shape
could be measured long before rockets, satellites or internet arguments existed.

Ancient Greek thinkers recognized clues that Earth is spherical: ships disappear hull-first over the
horizon, different stars are visible at different latitudes and Earth casts a round shadow on the
Moon during lunar eclipses. These observations did not require modern technology. They required
patience and geometry.

Around the third century BCE, Eratosthenes compared the Sun’s angle at two Egyptian cities and
estimated Earth’s circumference. The exact numbers depended on the distance measurement
available to him, but the reasoning was brilliant: different shadow angles at the same time reveal
curvature across distance.

Mariners gradually refined navigation around a spherical Earth. Circumnavigation demonstrated
that travel could continue in one direction and return to the starting point. Later, spherical
trigonometry, chronometers and accurate maps made long-distance navigation increasingly
precise.

The globe was not invented by NASA. It was established through centuries of observation,
mathematics, travel, surveying and astronomy. Spaceflight gave us spectacular photographs, but it
confirmed a conclusion humanity had already measured from the ground.

Historical Evidence

Ancient Observations

Eratosthenes and the Shadow Test

Navigation and Circumnavigation

Science Before Spaceflight



This tool illustrates the Eratosthenes-style shadow argument: two locations can measure different
Sun angles at the same time, and the angle difference can be used to estimate Earth’s size.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/sun-shadow-comparison/

If the tool does not appear, open it directly at /tools/sun-shadow-comparison/.

The globe does not depend on rockets. Long before modern space agencies, people had evidence
from shadows, eclipses, navigation, changing star positions, and circumnavigation.

Eratosthenes: compared Sun angles in different cities to estimate Earth’s circumference.
Lunar eclipses: showed Earth casting a consistently round shadow on the Moon.
Polaris altitude: changed predictably with north-south travel.
Ships and horizons: distant objects disappeared bottom-first over water.
Navigation: sailors used spherical geometry because it worked over long distances.

This matters because it breaks the “modern image fakery” frame. The shape of Earth was a
geometry and observation problem long before digital images existed.

Sun Angle & Shadow Comparison

Pre-Spaceflight Evidence Trail

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/sun-shadow-comparison/
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/sun-shadow-comparison/


Evidence & Proof

Enter the high-tech realm where satellites, radio systems, high-altitude balloons and precision
mapping tools quietly expose the shape of Earth every day. The useful question is not whether
technology says Earth is round, but why so many independent technologies would fail immediately
if it were not.

Weather forecasting, satellite television, global communications, Earth observation and emergency
beacons all depend on objects moving through predictable orbits. Satellite passes can be predicted
and observed from the ground. Amateur radio operators regularly receive signals from satellites
and the International Space Station. These are not distant rumors from space agencies; they are
operational systems used by civilians, scientists, businesses and hobbyists.

GPS works by timing signals from multiple satellites and solving for position on a rotating Earth.
The system accounts for orbital motion, Earth rotation and relativistic clock effects. If Earth were a
flat plane under a local sky, the math would not merely need a small adjustment; the entire
positioning system would collapse. Instead, phones, aircraft, ships, tractors and rescue teams use it
every day.

Global weather imagery shows storm systems rotating in opposite directions across hemispheres,
moving across oceans and wrapping around a spherical planet. Forecast models combine satellite
data, ground stations, ocean buoys and aircraft measurements. The result is a practical, testable
system. It tells pilots where storms are, warns communities about hurricanes and helps farmers
plan around weather.

Technological Proof

Satellites Are Operational, Not Ornamental

GPS Requires a Globe

Weather Systems Show Scale

High-Altitude Imagery



Balloon footage and high-altitude aircraft imagery show horizon behavior consistent with altitude
above a large sphere. Individual images can be distorted by lenses, which is why the serious
approach compares many observations, lens types, altitudes and known fields of view. When
controlled for distortion, the geometry remains globe-shaped.

Technology is unforgiving. Bridges, aircraft routes, undersea cables, long-distance radio links,
satellite dishes and navigation software have to work in the real world. Globe-based models keep
passing those engineering tests. Flat earth explanations generally arrive afterward, explaining
away results instead of predicting them.

GNSS/GPS: positioning depends on satellite timing, orbital models, and relativistic
corrections.
Weather satellites: images and measurements match ground-based weather systems
moving across a rotating globe.
Long-distance radio: propagation, line of sight, ionospheric reflection, and satellite links
all have geometry-specific behavior.
Submarine cables and mapping: routes, distances, and maintenance rely on real-world
geodesy.
Global logistics: aircraft and ships plan routes around a spherical Earth because fuel,
time, and safety depend on it.

The key point is not that technology is magic. It is that many independent technologies must work
together in public, commercial, measurable ways.

The Engineering Test

Everyday Technologies That Depend on
Earth-Scale Geometry



Evidence & Proof

Physics meets geography, astronomy tags along with meteorology, and every field quietly agrees
on the same inconvenient fact for flat earth claims: Earth behaves like a globe.

The shape of Earth is not supported by one isolated discipline. It is woven through many fields that
developed for different reasons, use different tools and answer different practical questions. When
independent sciences converge on the same model, that is powerful evidence.

Geography describes the surface we live on. Geodesy measures Earth’s shape, gravity field and
rotation with high precision. Surveying, mapping, GPS and long-distance navigation all depend on
this work.

Weather patterns, pressure systems, jet streams and climate zones make sense on a rotating
sphere heated unevenly by the Sun. The atmosphere is not a mysterious lid; it is a measurable fluid
held by gravity and shaped by rotation, solar energy and terrain.

Astronomy explains what we see in the sky. Physics explains why bodies move as they do.
Together they account for seasons, eclipses, tides, planetary motion and the changing night sky.

Related Sciences

Why Related Sciences Matter

Geography and Geodesy

Atmospheric Science

Astronomy and Physics

The Cross-Check



If one field were wrong, another would expose the error. Instead, the fields reinforce each other.
That is why globe earth is not a fragile claim balanced on one proof; it is the shared operating
model of modern measurement.

Earth’s shape is not held up by one field. It is cross-checked by many fields that use different tools
and incentives.

Astronomy: predicts sky motion, eclipses, and planetary geometry.
Geodesy: measures Earth’s shape, gravity field, and reference surfaces.
Oceanography: studies tides, currents, sea level, and basin-scale circulation.
Meteorology: tracks rotating weather systems and global circulation.
Seismology: uses earthquake waves to infer Earth’s internal structure.
Engineering: applies these models in bridges, tunnels, navigation, timing, and
communications.

When independent fields agree, the conspiracy burden grows. A false model would have to fool
instruments, professionals, commercial systems, students, hobbyists, and rival institutions across
disciplines.

How the Sciences Cross-Check Each
Other

Why Cross-Checks Matter



Evidence & Proof

In this article, we delve into the fascinating intricacies of Earth's atmosphere and its pivotal role in
scientific observations. The atmosphere, a complex blend of gases enveloping our planet, not only
sustains life but also influences our perception of the world around us. It affects the behavior of
light, a key factor in measuring Earth's curvature, debunking the notion of a flat Earth. Its observed
behaviour can also be used to dismiss the need for a dome or firmament to contain it. Grasping the
fundamentals of atmospheric composition, buoyancy, and gravity lays the groundwork for
understanding these phenomena.

Our atmosphere is composed of various gasses (made up of freely moving particles) that keep our
beloved home, planet earth, habitable. Earth's atmosphere is composed of about 78% nitrogen,
21% oxygen, and one percent other gases. All of these different gasses interact with light, with the
earth and with each other, in a very consistent and measurable ways.

A Simple Definition of Gravity: Gravity is simply the observed phenomenon that pulls all
matter, including gases, solids, and liquids, towards the Earth. This universally observed
phenomenon can be understood as a force and is essential for understanding how different
substances behave, especially in the context of buoyancy.

Buoyancy Explained In Relation to Gasses: Buoyancy is a fascinating phenomenon that occurs
because of gravity. It explains why certain objects float while others sink. Imagine a basket filled
with tennis balls and golf balls. If you shake this basket, the denser golf balls will sink to the
bottom, while the less dense tennis balls will rise to the top. This is buoyancy in action - the
displacement of denser materials by less dense ones due to the pull of gravity. You can also look at
it as the pulling down of heavier (or denser) particles which effectively displace lighter (or less
dense) particles.

Gases Have Weight and Density: It might be surprising, but all gases have weight and different
gases have different densities. This means that gases, just like solids and liquids, are subject to
gravity and buoyancy. Consider a tank of propane. Have you ever noticed how a full tank is much

What our Atmosphere is Made of

Understanding Gravity and Buoyancy: From
Gases to Hot Air Balloons

Atmosphere



heavier than an empty one? This is because the compressed propane gas inside the tank, which
becomes liquid under pressure, has significant weight and density, illustrating that gases are
indeed affected by gravity.

Atmospheric Gases and Buoyancy: This concept extends to the gases in our atmosphere.
Lighter gases tend to rise, while denser gases sink. This is buoyancy at work on a larger scale, with
gravity pulling down denser air particles, causing lighter ones to rise. A great example of this is the
hot air balloon. When the air inside a balloon is heated, it becomes less dense than the cooler air
outside. This difference in density causes the balloon to rise, as the less dense, warm air inside the
balloon is buoyed up by the denser, cooler air outside.

The Theory of Gravity: While we've discussed how gravity is responsible for buoyancy, there is
much more to learn about gravity itself. It's important to distinguish between what gravity does
and the theories that describe its behaviour. We delve into that topic in our section titled Gravity
HERE.

Atmospheric density, a critical factor in understanding Earth's curvature, varies with altitude due to
gravitational effects. This variation can be quantified using a barometer, an instrument that
measures atmospheric pressure. Higher pressure correlates with denser air. Understanding these
density gradients is essential when interpreting measurements related to Earth's curvature, as they
affect light's path through the atmosphere. Accurate density measurements help in calibrating
instruments and refining observations, essential in geodetic and astronomical studies.

Discuss how atmospheric pressure influences geodetic measurements, including satellite data and
ground-based observations.

Refraction, the bending of light as it passes through mediums of varying densities, is a key concept
in atmospheric science. Light rays bend when moving from a less dense to a more dense medium,
such as entering Earth's atmosphere from space. This phenomenon affects astronomical
observations, navigation systems, and even our daily perception of sunrise and sunset.

Atmospheric Density and Taking Measurements

The Role of Atmospheric Pressure in Geodesy

The Phenomenon of Refraction in the
Atmosphere



Understanding atmospheric refraction is vital in correcting measurement distortions, crucial for
accurate geodetic and astronomical data.

Explore how astronomers account for atmospheric refraction to ensure precise positioning of
celestial bodies.

Engaging in simple, home-based experiments can deepen your understanding of atmospheric
properties. For instance, creating a DIY barometer to track atmospheric pressure changes, or
experimenting with lenses and light sources to simulate refraction. These activities not only
illustrate scientific principles but also demystify complex concepts in a tangible way.

Instructions for creating a spectroscope at home to observe the spectrum of different light sources,
demonstrating light's interaction with the atmosphere.

Gravity, the force that holds our atmosphere in place, is fundamental in understanding why Earth
retains its blanket of air. This section can discuss gravity's role in creating atmospheric layers and
maintaining the balance of gases essential for life. Comparing Earth's gravity with other celestial
bodies can provide insights into the diversity of atmospheres in our solar system.

This section can focus on how atmospheric science contradicts flat Earth claims. For instance,
explaining how atmospheric refraction and pressure gradients are consistent with a spherical Earth.
Using scientific evidence and logical reasoning, this part can address common misconceptions
propagated by flat Earth theories.

Correcting Refractive Errors in Astronomical
Observations

Experiments You Can do at Home

Building a Simple Spectroscope

Gravity and Its Role in Atmospheric Stability

Debunking Flat Earth Theories with Atmospheric
Science





Evidence & Proof

Maps are essential tools for depicting the Earth's surface on two-dimensional mediums, such as
paper or digital screens. Yet, the challenge lies in the Earth's inherent three-dimensionality;
transferring its surface to a flat format inevitably introduces compromises or distortions. This
necessity has birthed the field of map projections, a set of techniques designed to represent the
globe on flat surfaces with as little distortion as possible.

Critics of the spherical Earth model, notably Flat Earthers, often disregard this fundamental aspect
of cartography. They overlook the fact that no large-scale terrestrial, aerial, or marine navigation
system relies on a flat, scale representation of the Earth. This oversight is crucial because the
geometry involved in mapping a three-dimensional object onto a two-dimensional plane naturally
results in distortions. For instance, the commonly used Mercator projection maintains accurate
compass bearings but distorts the size and shape of landmasses as they approach the poles. This is
apparent when comparing the size of Greenland to Africa on a Mercator map, where Greenland
appears significantly larger than its actual size relative to Africa.

To challenge the conventional understanding of Earth's shape, one would need to prove that world
maps used in practice across various industries are fundamentally flawed or that there exists a
hidden, perfectly flat, accurately scaled map of Earth used in secret by these industries. Both
propositions are practically implausible. The global reliance on existing maps, such as those used in
GPS technology, aviation, and maritime navigation, underlines their practical and tested accuracy.
The GPS system, for example, operates on the principle that the Earth is a sphere, using satellites
in orbit to provide precise location information—a process that would not be feasible if the Earth
were flat.

Mapping Earth 101

The Folly of Challenging the Globe

Earth's Geography



In essence, the argument against a flat Earth is grounded in practical evidence and the basic
principles of geometry. The widespread use of spherical Earth maps in navigation and industry
worldwide is not just a matter of convenience but a testament to their accuracy and reliability.

Here are examples of interactive maps with real time flight and marine positioning data. All of
these represent the spherical shape of the earth using the Mercator Projection. Feel free to
experiment with each map's built in masurment tool to see the difference in scale at different
latitudes on earth.
VesselFinder displays real time ship positions and marine traffic detected by global AIS network
Flightradar24: Live Flight Tracker - Real-Time Flight Tracker Map

A map projection is a systematic method of transferring the Earth's curved surface onto a flat
surface. All map projections distort the Earth's surface in some way, as it's mathematically
impossible to flatten a sphere without stretching or compressing its surface. The types of
distortions include changes in area, shape, distance, and direction. Cartographers select
projections based on the purpose of the map, choosing the type of distortion they find most
acceptable for the map's use.

https://www.youtube.com/embed/kIID5FDi2JQ?si=LAd03tMWBYNXpG8L

Area distortion occurs when the size of landmasses is either enlarged or reduced.
Shape distortion happens when landmasses do not retain their true shape on the map.
Distance distortion affects the accuracy of distances between points on the map.
Direction distortion can alter the angle between landmarks or destinations.

Map Projections

Why All World Maps are Wrong

Types of Distortion

Euclidean Geometry

https://www.vesselfinder.com/
https://www.flightradar24.com/
https://www.youtube.com/embed/kIID5FDi2JQ?si=LAd03tMWBYNXpG8L


Euclidean geometry, named after the ancient Greek mathematician Euclid, is a mathematical
system that describes the properties and relations of points, lines, angles, surfaces, and solids in a
flat, two-dimensional space. It's based on five postulates, which include notions as simple as "a
straight line can be drawn connecting any two points" and as fundamental as the parallel
postulate, stating that through a point not on a given line, there is exactly one line parallel to the
given line.

Euclidean geometry forms the basis of our understanding of shapes, angles, and distances in the
spaces we encounter in everyday life. It's used extensively in architecture, engineering, and
design, where the surfaces worked with are flat and the principles of straight lines and angles apply
directly.

Non-Euclidean geometry arises from either relaxing or altering Euclid's fifth postulate, the parallel
postulate, leading to geometries that deal with curved spaces. There are two main types of non-
Euclidean geometry:

Hyperbolic Geometry: This geometry assumes that through a point not on a given line, more than
one line can be drawn parallel to the given line. It deals with the geometry of saddle-shaped
surfaces, where the angles of a triangle add up to less than 180 degrees.

Spherical Geometry: This geometry deals with the properties of shapes on the surface of a sphere.
Unlike flat surfaces, the shortest path between two points on a sphere is not a straight line but an
arc known as a great circle. In spherical geometry, the angles of a triangle add up to more than
180 degrees, and there are no parallel lines since all great circles (the equivalents of lines in
spherical geometry) intersect.

When mapping the globe, cartographers confront the challenge of projecting the Earth's curved
surface (which follows spherical geometry) onto a flat plane (which follows Euclidean geometry).
This process inherently involves distortion, as the properties of spherical surfaces cannot be
perfectly translated into flat surfaces.

Preserving Properties: Different map projections prioritize preserving different properties (e.g.,
area, shape, distance, direction). No single projection can preserve all these properties due to the
fundamental differences between Euclidean and non-Euclidean geometries.

Non-Euclidean Geometry

Representing the Geometry of the Globe on a
Flat Map



Choosing Projections: The choice of a map projection reflects a balance between the type of
distortion the cartographer is willing to accept and the map's intended use. For instance, the
Mercator projection preserves angles and shapes at the expense of distorting area, making it useful
for navigation, while the Robinson projection aims to balance the distortion of various properties,
making it visually appealing for world maps.

https://www.youtube.com/embed/CPQZ7NcQ6YQ?si=J-t4m7VBYVzfw3ct

The transition from Euclidean to non-Euclidean geometry in mapping the globe highlights the
complexity of representing our three-dimensional world on two-dimensional surfaces. It
underscores the importance of choosing the right projection for specific purposes and the need to
understand the limitations and distortions inherent in different map projections. The study of
geometries—both Euclidean and non-Euclidean—provides essential insights into how we visualize
and navigate our world, emphasizing that the geometry we learn in school is just the beginning of
understanding the vast and varied nature of space itself.

With the advent of satellite technology and geographic information systems (GIS), modern
cartography has reached unprecedented levels of accuracy. Satellites can measure the Earth's
surface with incredible precision, allowing cartographers to create maps that are more accurate
than ever before. These technologies also enable the updating of maps in real time to reflect
changes in the Earth's surface.

Mercator Projection

Implications for Understanding the Globe

Modern Cartography

https://www.youtube.com/embed/CPQZ7NcQ6YQ?si=J-t4m7VBYVzfw3ct


Evidence & Proof

The southern sky is one of the strongest practical challenges to flat-earth maps. Observers in the
southern hemisphere see a coherent sky centered around the south celestial pole, while northern
observers see a different sky centered around Polaris.

In the north, stars appear to rotate around the north celestial pole near Polaris. In the south, stars
appear to rotate around the south celestial pole. The apparent direction of rotation reverses
between hemispheres.

The altitude of the visible celestial pole above the horizon is approximately equal to the observer’s
latitude. This works in both hemispheres and changes continuously as you travel north or south.

Near the equator, both celestial poles sit near opposite horizons and stars rise and set in steep
arcs. This is exactly what a spherical Earth predicts.

A flat map can place stars wherever it wants, but it must explain simultaneous observations from
different continents. Southern observers in South America, Africa and Australia can face south and
see the same southern sky from different directions. That is natural on a globe and deeply
awkward on most flat-earth layouts.

Southern Hemisphere Skies

Opposite Celestial Poles

Latitude Prediction

The Equator

Why It Matters



Compare observers in southern South America, southern Africa, and Australia. They can all face
generally south and observe the southern celestial pole region. On many flat-earth maps those
observers point in very different outward directions, which makes the shared southern sky difficult
to explain.

Long-exposure photos show stars circling the south celestial pole in the southern hemisphere and
circling the north celestial pole in the northern hemisphere. Near the equator, both poles sit near
the horizon. This is exactly the transition expected on a sphere.

Your latitude and longitude.
The direction your camera faces.
The angle of the celestial pole above the horizon.
The apparent rotation direction over time.

This is a great topic for curious readers because it does not require trusting a space agency. It only
requires looking up at night from different places on Earth.

Observation Recipe: Same Southern
Sky, Different Continents

Star Trails

What to Measure

Why It Attracts Honest Inquiry



Evidence & Proof

Eclipses are powerful because they are predictable. A model that explains eclipses only after they
happen is weaker than a model that predicts their timing, path and geometry in advance.

During a lunar eclipse, Earth passes between the Sun and Moon. Earth’s shadow crosses the Moon,
and that shadow is consistently round. A sphere casts a round shadow from every direction.

During a solar eclipse, the Moon’s shadow falls on Earth. The path of totality is narrow because the
Moon’s umbral shadow touches only a small part of Earth’s surface.

Eclipses can be predicted years in advance using orbital geometry. This includes exact timing,
where totality will be visible, how long it will last and what partial phases nearby locations will see.

Flat-earth explanations often invoke hidden bodies, projection effects or vague shadow objects.
The problem is not merely explaining one eclipse; it is predicting all eclipses with the same
geometry.

Eclipses and Shadows

Lunar Eclipses

Solar Eclipses

Prediction Is the Point

Common Flat-Earth Problem

Prediction Challenge: Next Eclipse



Before an eclipse happens, write down what a model predicts: start time, maximum time, end time,
path of visibility, direction of motion, and whether your location sees total, partial, or no eclipse.
Then compare with reality.

A disk can cast a round shadow only from certain angles. A sphere casts a round shadow from
every angle. Lunar eclipses consistently show Earth’s round shadow on the Moon, which matches a
spherical Earth.

Solar eclipses are caused by the Moon’s shadow falling on Earth. Lunar eclipses are caused by
Earth’s shadow falling on the Moon. A good model has to explain both with the same orbital
geometry, not separate ad hoc stories.

A hidden shadow object does not become a strong explanation unless it makes precise, repeated
predictions. Where is it? Why does it line up with known orbital cycles? Why does it not appear in
other observations?

Why Round Shadows Matter

Solar vs Lunar Eclipses

Common Claim: “There Must Be a
Shadow Object”



Evidence & Proof

The strongest educational resource is not a list of authorities. It is a map of observations that
connect to each other. You do not have to personally repeat every experiment, but you should be
able to see how each category can be checked.

Shadow angles: compare stick shadows from two locations at the same time.
Polaris altitude: measure how Polaris changes height as you travel north or south.
Horizon distance: compare visible distance from different observer heights.
Moon orientation: track Moon tilt and phase from different locations.
Sunrise and sunset: compare times and directions across longitude and latitude.

Flight routes: compare great-circle routing with flat map expectations.
Weather satellites: compare visible cloud movement with ground weather reports.
Earthquake seismology: waves travel through and around Earth in patterns that reveal
internal structure.
Surveying and geodesy: professional measurements account for curvature because
large projects require it.

Evidence Map: What You Can
Check Yourself

At-Home and Low-Cost Checks

Public Data Checks

Why Multiple Lines Matter



Any single observation can be argued over. The power comes from convergence. Geometry,
astronomy, navigation, physics, and engineering all point to the same shape without needing one
central authority.

1. Notice: the world looks locally flat.
2. Measure: small local tests reveal patterns.
3. Compare: different locations see different skies and Sun angles.
4. Integrate: the same spherical model predicts all of them together.

Pick one observation from each category: sky, shadows, horizon, navigation, and technology. You
do not need all of them to be complicated. The point is to notice that they converge on the same
model from different directions.

1. Measure shadow direction and length at local solar noon.
2. Track the Moon for one week.
3. Check Polaris altitude if you are in the northern hemisphere.
4. Use the curvature calculator with a real shoreline target.

Suggested Confidence Ladder

How to Use This Map in Practice

Beginner Path

Advanced Path



1. Compare simultaneous observations with someone in another city.
2. Photograph star trails.
3. Compare great-circle flight routes against a flat map.
4. Follow public satellite passes and compare predicted timing with observation.

For a curated list of outside tools and public datasets, see Source & Tool Atlas. A strong learning
path combines direct observation with independent prediction sources.

Route distances are a powerful reality check because they are operational: airlines, ships, rescue
planners, and travelers depend on them. Try the Flat Map Distance Problem page and its checker.

External Cross-Check Atlas

Distance Checks Against Flat Maps

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/source-tool-atlas
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/flat-map-distance-problem-routes-south-hemisphere-and-ae-projection


Evidence & Proof

This page turns one of the oldest Earth-shape measurements into a repeatable activity. The point is
not that one ancient measurement settles everything; the point is that simple geometry can
produce a planetary-scale prediction.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/eratosthenes-shadow-lab/

Coordinate with someone north or south of you. Measure shadow length and stick height near local
solar noon on the same date. Convert the shadow ratio to a solar elevation angle, compare angles,
then use the distance between locations to estimate circumference.

This is a gateway experiment. It shows how ordinary measurements become evidence when they
are coordinated, timestamped, and interpreted with clear geometry.

Eratosthenes Shadow Experiment

Field Version

Why It Belongs Here

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/eratosthenes-shadow-lab/


Debunking Claims



Debunking Claims

We're dissecting conspiracies, logical fallacies, and all sorts of wild tales with the scalpel of science
and a sprinkle of humor!

Part of the flat Earth fallacy involves uncritically accepting certain forms of discovery that impact
day-to-day life, such as battery technology, while simultaneously denying other forms of discovery
that have withstood centuries of scrutiny. 

Indeed, there have been attempts to shortcut the scientific process for profit. However, the true
scientific process is extremely time-consuming and rigorous. It is founded on intense levels of
critique, continuous peer reviews, and sacrifices made by generations of scientists. This is precisely
the context in which the heliocentric model was developed. 

If you wish to argue against a globe shaped earth and the heliocentric model, you must refute 500
years of real observational data and analysis. This involves discrediting the work of tens of
thousands of scientists across a myriad of disciplines, including astronomy and astrophysics,
geology and geophysics, geography and cartography, meteorology and climate science,
oceanography and hydrology, as well as physics and engineering.

Let's talk about everything from flat earth presuppositions such as presupposing a very tiny
universe and many others including but not limited to:

Selective Observation: Flat Earthers often cherry-pick observations that seem to support their
view while ignoring a vast amount of evidence to the contrary.

Misunderstanding of Physics: Misinterpretations of basic physics, such as gravity and the
properties of light and movement, are common. How gravity works and why gravity works are two
very different things and need to be distinguished.

Conspiracy Theorizing: Many Flat Earth arguments are rooted in the belief of a vast global
conspiracy by governments and scientists to conceal the "truth" about the Earth's shape.

Confusing Perspective with Reality: The argument that objects such as ships disappearing over
the horizon are due to perspective rather than the curvature of the Earth.

Denial of Space Exploration: Disbelief in space exploration achievements like moon landings,
satellite imagery, and photos of the Earth from space.

Debunking Myths



Misunderstanding Scale: Failing to comprehend the scale of the Earth and how its curvature
appears from a human perspective.

Appeal to Ancient Beliefs: Citing ancient or historical beliefs in a flat Earth as evidence that
modern science is wrong.

Misinterpretation of Air Travel Routes: The belief that certain airline routes would be different
if the Earth were round.

Ignoring the Consistency of Scientific Predictions: Overlooking how the round Earth model
consistently predicts natural phenomena like eclipses, seasons, and weather patterns.

Equating Feeling with Fact: The argument that because the Earth "feels" flat when we walk on
it, it must be flat.

Use this calculator to test common horizon and curvature claims. It estimates horizon distance,
geometric drop, and how much of a distant target should be hidden from the bottom up.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/curvature-calculator/

If the tool does not appear, open it directly at /tools/curvature-calculator/.

Horizon & Curvature Calculator

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/curvature-calculator/
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/curvature-calculator


Debunking Claims

The flat Earth claim that we should feel the Earth's spin is a classic straw man fallacy. Flat Earth
proponents often share diagrams depicting high speeds at the Earth's surface, suggesting that
these speeds should be impossible because we would supposedly feel such motion. While these
surface speeds are correct, the argument fails to acknowledge a basic distinction we encounter
daily: the difference between velocity and acceleration.

Consider the experience of being a passenger on a commercial jet compared to riding in a car
leisurely cruising down the road. With eyes closed could a passenger distinguish between them?
The reason they feel similar is that the sensation of motion isn’t determined by how fast your are
going but arises only when there is a change in speed or direction. For instance, the pull back into
your seat when accelerating quickly in a car or the sideways force felt when taking a roundabout
too fast are real-life examples of how we actually perceive motion.

Speed does however play a part in what we feel when combined with a change of direction.
Imagine driving into a roundabout at a high speed of 100 km/h. The outcome is predictable: unless
the vehicle has the grip of a Formula 1 racer, it will likely pull the car off the road as the tires lose
traction. Now, contrast this with entering the same roundabout at a much slower speed of 20 km/h.
At this lower speed, there is only a gentle pull away from the center.

There is of course more than just speed that effects what we feel. Now, think about driving along a
wide, gentle curve on a traffic-free freeway while maintaining a constant speed of 100 km/h. What
do you notice about the forces acting on you? In this case, you experience only a mild pull away
from the curve’s center, similar to the sensation when navigating a roundabout at a lower speed.
This gentle force is due to the larger radius of the curve.

Let’s scale this up to a cosmic level — our planet Earth, with surface speeds at the equator
comparable to a passenger jet. Shouldn’t we, as passengers on this enormous rotating sphere, feel
its immense spin? If that were the case, how would we determine the intensity of this grand
rotation?

As it rotates the earth is like a roundabout so vast that it takes 24 hours to complete a full circuit.
This is precisely why we don’t feel the Earth’s rotation. The speeds involved are negligible in

Just Another Straw Man

Feeling Earth's Spin



comparison to the Earth’s massive radius. Although the effect is small, it does exist, as explained
by Newton’s laws of motion. This phenomenon, known as the Coriolis effect, is represented by the
formula Fc = Mv2/R, where M is mass, v is velocity, and R is radius.

On Earth’s enormous scale, the vast radius results in extremely subtle forces, far too gentle for us
to notice in our everyday experience. The sheer size of our planet, combined with the consistency
of its motion, makes the sensation of its spin virtually imperceptible.

Another flaw in the flat Earth argument is the failure to acknowledge that Earth’s atmosphere
moves largely in sync with the planet as a connected system. The atmosphere is held to the Earth
by gravity and interacts with the surface through friction, creating a cohesive system where both
the ground and the surrounding air rotate together. Because of this shared motion, we don’t feel
any rushing wind or sense a ‘whoosh’ of air — there is no relative motion between us and the
atmosphere. It’s similar to sitting inside a moving car with the windows closed: you don’t feel the
air rushing past because it moves with you. In the same way, the Earth’s atmosphere acts as a
protective shell, rotating alongside us, which is why we don’t notice its motion in our daily lives.

This calculator estimates the tiny centrifugal effect caused by Earth's rotation. It shows why the
“we should feel the spin” argument confuses speed with acceleration: even at high surface speed,
Earth’s enormous radius makes the acceleration very small.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/earth-spin-force-calculator/

If the calculator does not appear, open it directly at /tools/earth-spin-force-calculator/.

Force Calculator

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/earth-spin-force-calculator/
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/earth-spin-force-calculator


Debunking Claims

This is where the absurdity reaches new heights.

To highlight the implausibility of a flat earth, let's use counters to display the estimated number of
professionals and students in various fields of applied science worldwide who would need to
continuously falsify their published data and clandestinely conceal the actual data to maintain a
widespread conspiracy that the Earth is spherical.

Learn about each field, what kind of data is collected, and even connect with some of these brilliant
hard working individuals yourself!

Let's assume that the whole world was in on the secret. Here's what a hypothetical worldwide
deception would look like across a myriad of disciplines.

Astronomy and Astrophysics: The most evident domain of deception. Every celestial
observation and theory, from the movement of planets to the behavior of distant galaxies, would
have to be fabricated or misinterpreted to support the spherical Earth model. This would involve
tens of thousands of professionals, including astronomers, astrophysicists, and space agency
employees globally.

Geology and Geophysics: These fields study the Earth's structure, including its supposed
spherical shape. To uphold the spherical Earth illusion, all geological data and theories, such as
plate tectonics and volcanic activity, would need to be distorted. This would affect over a hundred
thousand geologists and related scientists.

Geography and Cartography: Every map, atlas, and geographic tool would be part of the deceit.
Cartographers and geographers, numbering in the tens of thousands, would be tasked with
consistently misrepresenting the Earth's flat surface as a globe.

Fields Involved in the Absurd
Hypothetical Deception

Absurdity Counters



Meteorology and Climate Science: Weather patterns and climate models, based on a spherical
Earth, would need complete reconstruction. This impacts thousands of meteorologists and climate
scientists who would have to fabricate data to fit the false model.

Oceanography and Hydrology: Understanding of oceans, tides, and water cycles would be
based on false premises. Oceanographers and hydrologists, in the tens of thousands, would have
to manipulate data about sea levels and oceanic phenomena.

Physics and Engineering: Fundamental principles of physics, especially those related to gravity,
would be incorrect. Engineers and physicists, numbering in the hundreds of thousands, would need
to apply these incorrect principles in everything from construction to technology development.

Education and Academia: Educators at all levels, from primary school teachers to university
professors, would perpetuate the spherical Earth concept. This could involve millions of individuals
worldwide.

Central Coordination Body: An incredibly secretive and powerful organization would need to
exist to coordinate this global deception. This body would oversee the manipulation of scientific
data, educational content, and public information.

Control of Information and Publications: Scientific journals, textbooks, and media would be
under strict control to ensure consistency in the spherical Earth narrative. This would require
collusion with publishers, editors, and media executives.

Surveillance and Suppression: Whistleblowers and dissenters would pose a significant threat. A
sophisticated system of surveillance and suppression would be necessary to silence or discredit
anyone attempting to reveal the truth.

Technology and Equipment Tampering: Equipment used in scientific experiments and
observations, such as telescopes, satellites, and GPS systems, would need to be rigged or provide
falsified data.

Training and Indoctrination: Professionals in relevant fields would undergo rigorous
indoctrination and training to ensure they adhere to the false narrative, either knowingly or

Mechanisms of Coordination and
Suppression



unknowingly.

Global Conspiratorial Network: This would require a vast network of collaborators across
nations and cultures, necessitating unprecedented levels of secrecy and loyalty.

Psychological Operations: Public perception would be constantly shaped through sophisticated
psychological operations to maintain belief in a spherical Earth, employing tactics from
misinformation to social engineering.

Space X is rapidly ramping up rocket launches driven by paying customers. Many of these
customers design small satellites which are part of a research project involving hundreds or even
thousands of professionals, dozens of universities and tens of thousands of students.

Economics of a Hypothetical Globe
Earth Deception

The strongest version of the “everyone is hiding the globe deception” claim has to explain
incentives, not just secrecy. Scientists, pilots, surveyors, satellite operators, teachers, sailors,
engineers, hobby astronomers, private companies, and rival governments do not share one payroll,
one ideology, or one chain of command.

A sustainable deception would need to survive competition. If the globe model were false, there
would be enormous rewards for the first country, company, university, journalist, or insider to
expose the true model. That is why the question is not only “Could someone fake a picture?” but
“Could millions of independent decisions, contracts, measurements, products, observations, and
rival interests all stay aligned around the same false geometry?”

For a deeper breakdown, see Economics of a Hypothetical Globe Deception.

Economic Reality Check

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/economics-of-a-hypothetical-globe-deception


Debunking Claims

Horizon and curvature arguments are popular because they feel intuitive: the world looks flat from
ordinary human height. The problem is scale. Earth is large enough that curvature is subtle locally
but measurable over distance.

“I can see too far, therefore Earth is flat.”

Observer height above the water or ground
Target height
Distance to the target
Atmospheric refraction conditions
Camera zoom, lens distortion and whether the bottom of the target is visible

On a globe, distant objects should become hidden from the bottom up as they pass beyond the
horizon. This is why the lower parts of ships, buildings or mountains can be hidden while the upper
parts remain visible.

Atmospheric refraction can bend light and reveal more or less than simple geometry predicts. That
does not remove curvature; it means careful observations must account for air temperature,
pressure gradients and viewing conditions.

Horizon and Curvature Claims

Core Claim

What Has to Be Known

The Bottom-First Test

Why Refraction Matters

Useful Rule



A single photo is rarely enough. A strong horizon observation includes measurements, repeatability
and a prediction made before the shot.

Pick a target with a known height, such as a lighthouse, skyline building, island peak, or bridge
tower. Record your observer height above the water, the distance to the target, the date and time,
and weather conditions. Take photos from more than one height if possible.

Prediction: on a globe, lowering the camera should hide more of the target from the bottom
upward. Raising the camera should recover hidden portions. Refraction may shift the exact
amount, but it should not make height irrelevant.

Zoom confusion: zoom can enlarge what is already visible; it cannot restore parts
hidden below the geometric horizon.
Missing target height: “I can see it” is incomplete unless you know how tall it is and
which parts are visible.
Ignoring refraction: unusual air layers can bend light. Repeat observations beat one
dramatic image.

If the Earth is flat, what should happen to the bottom of a distant object as the observer lowers the
camera? If the Earth is spherical, what should happen? The value of the test is that those answers
are different.

Observation Recipe: Distant Shoreline or
Building

Common Mistakes

Claim Lab Question



Debunking Claims

“Water finds its level” is one of the most common flat-earth slogans. It sounds practical because it
borrows language from construction and everyday experience, but it changes meaning when
applied at planetary scale.

In surveying and construction, level means perpendicular to the local direction of gravity. A
carpenter’s level does not define a universal cosmic plane; it defines a local tangent plane.

Earth’s gravity pulls matter toward Earth’s center. The ocean surface settles into an equipotential
surface, meaning a surface where water has no reason to flow sideways. Locally that surface is
level; globally it curves around Earth.

A bathtub, lake or canal is far too small compared with Earth’s radius for curvature to be obvious
by eye. The same logic that makes a small patch of Earth look flat also makes a small patch of
ocean look flat.

Instead of asking whether water “looks flat,” ask whether large-scale water systems match global
measurements: tides, sea-level datums, satellite altimetry, geodesy and long-distance navigation.

Hold a level on a table, then imagine extending that local plane for hundreds of kilometers. On a
globe, every nearby point has its own local “down,” so local level changes direction gradually

Water Finds Its Level

What Level Means

Why Oceans Curve

The Scale Trap

Better Question

Observation Recipe: Local Level vs Global Curve



around Earth.

A practical way to test this is through surveying and geodesy. Large projects cannot use a single
infinite flat plane without correction. Over long distances, surveyors account for curvature, gravity,
and sea-level reference surfaces.

Water does settle. It does form a surface that is level at each point. The error is assuming local
level means globally flat. A small section of a very large curve can be level locally without being a
plane forever.

“Down” is radial, not parallel everywhere. Two people standing far apart both feel upright, but their
vertical directions are not perfectly parallel. Water follows the same gravity field.

Water finds its level — and level follows gravity. On a planet-sized body, that means locally
flat-looking and globally curved.

What the Phrase Gets Right

Better Analogy

Quick Reply



Debunking Claims

Time zones are a simple everyday clue that Earth is rotating. Different longitudes face the Sun at
different times, so local solar noon moves predictably around the globe.

Solar noon is when the Sun reaches its highest point in the local sky. It does not occur everywhere
at once. For every 15 degrees of longitude, solar noon shifts by about one hour.

A nearby local Sun over a flat plane has to explain why sunrise, sunset, solar noon, daylight
duration and Sun angle all vary in coordinated ways across Earth. These patterns are not random;
they match a rotating sphere illuminated by a distant Sun.

Compare two cities at very different longitudes on the same date. Their clocks, sunrise times,
sunset times and solar noon times line up with longitude differences. The prediction is simple and
repeatable.

Clock time is political and adjusted by time zones, daylight saving time and national borders. Solar
time is physical. The key comparison is longitude versus the Sun’s apparent position, not the label
on a clock.

Time Zones and Solar Noon

Solar Noon

Why This Challenges Flat-Earth Models

Simple Observation

Common Confusion

Observation Recipe: Solar Noon Map



Choose three cities on roughly the same latitude but different longitudes. Look up or measure local
solar noon for each. The times should shift predictably with longitude: about one hour for each 15
degrees.

A flat-earth explanation must account not only for time zones, but for the full pattern: sunrise
direction, sunset direction, daylight length, solar noon, seasonal changes, and polar day/night.
These observations vary smoothly by latitude and longitude on a globe.

Clock zones are man-made. Solar noon is not. Governments can choose clock labels, but they
cannot make the Sun reach its highest point everywhere at the same moment.

Can the proposed flat-earth model predict tomorrow’s sunrise, sunset, and solar noon for many
cities before checking an almanac? Prediction is where models prove their worth.

This tool shows the rough longitude-to-solar-noon relationship: about 15 degrees per hour.

Why Sunrise and Sunset Are Stronger
Together

Common Claim: “Time Zones Are Just
Man-Made”

Claim Lab Question

Interactive Solar Noon Lab



https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/solar-noon-longitude-lab/

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/solar-noon-longitude-lab/


Debunking Claims

A global deception claim is not just a science claim. It is also an economics, logistics, and
incentives claim. If millions of independent people and institutions would need to coordinate, the
theory has to explain why the system does not leak, fracture, compete, or become more profitable
by exposing itself.

It is not enough to say “NASA lies.” A serious globe-deception hypothesis must explain independent
agreement across astronomy, surveying, aviation, shipping, telecommunications, geophysics,
meteorology, education, private aerospace, amateur observation, and international rivals.

Universities, companies, and governments buy launches and operate payloads. These customers
pay for working data. Fake orbital claims would create contract, insurance, and performance
failures.

Routes, fuel planning, navigation, and timing depend on Earth-scale geometry. Bad models waste
money immediately, and competitors would exploit any cheaper true model.

Economics of a Hypothetical
Globe Deception

The Burden of the Claim

Who Would Have to Be Managed?

Private satellite customers

Aviation and shipping



Large bridges, tunnels, pipelines, and mapping systems use geodesy. Construction errors become
expensive, visible, and legally actionable.

Satellite TV, GNSS timing, weather data, and remote links serve paying users. Service reliability is
measured by customers who do not care about ideology.

Students, hobby astronomers, ham radio operators, photographers, and educators repeat
observations. Independent replication creates too many uncontrolled witnesses.

Competing governments track launches, satellites, missiles, and signals. Geopolitical rivals have
incentives to expose strategic deception.

A conspiracy gets harder to maintain when many participants can gain status, money, or power by
revealing it. A true flat Earth would be the biggest discovery in history. The first credible
whistleblower, company, university, or country to prove it would gain enormous attention and
leverage.

Surveying and infrastructure

Telecommunications

Academia and amateurs

Rival nations

The Incentive Problem

The Customer Problem



Modern space and geospatial industries are not funded only by one agency. They include private
launch customers, satellite manufacturers, insurers, universities, weather services, telecom
providers, navigation companies, agriculture platforms, and defense contractors. These groups buy
outcomes: data, timing, imagery, communication, positioning, and launch delivery. If those
outcomes were fake, the failures would appear in invoices, lawsuits, missed service levels, and
broken products.

A deception this broad would require incompatible groups to coordinate perfectly: rival militaries,
competing corporations, independent researchers, hobbyists, educators, and open-source
communities. They would need to fake not only images but also measurements, predictions,
instruments, standards, software, maps, radio signals, and the ordinary observations people can
repeat.

When a claim requires a conspiracy, ask three questions:

1. Who specifically benefits? Not vaguely — who gets paid, protected, or empowered?
2. Who specifically could profit by exposing it? Rivals, journalists, companies,

governments, scientists, insiders?
3. What independent systems would fail if the false model were used? Navigation,

timing, engineering, weather, communications?

If the explanation requires every failure to be hidden and every independent success to be fake, it
has stopped explaining reality and started protecting itself from reality.

The exact numbers are debatable. The useful move is to make the hidden assumption visible: how
many sectors, rivals, years, customers, and independent observers would have to be managed?

The Coordination Problem

A Better Test

Interactive Conspiracy Scale Estimator



https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/conspiracy-scale-estimator/

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/conspiracy-scale-estimator/


Debunking Claims

Solar noon is an excellent claim-lab topic because it is predictable, repeatable, and independent of
space imagery. Longitudes do not all face the Sun at the same time.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/solar-noon-longitude-lab/

Choose two cities with very different longitudes. Before checking an almanac, predict the
approximate solar-noon offset using 15 degrees per hour. Then compare with USNO or another
almanac source.

Time zones are political. Solar noon is physical. A government can redraw a time-zone boundary,
but it cannot make the Sun reach its highest point in New York and London at the same moment.

Solar Noon Longitude Challenge

The Challenge

Why This Beats Clock Arguments

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/solar-noon-longitude-lab/


Debunking Claims

Satellite claims are useful because they leave public, practical traces: visible passes, radio signals,
tracking predictions, customer services, weather imagery, timing systems, and amateur reports.

Use a satellite-pass prediction site such as Heavens-Above. Enter your location, choose a visible
satellite or the ISS, and write down the predicted direction, time, brightness, and path. Then go
outside and check.

Amateur radio operators track and use satellites with public pass predictions and open reports.
AMSAT status pages show reports from operators around the world. This is valuable because it is
not one agency publishing a picture; it is many hobbyists reporting practical signal behavior.

Why passes occur only at predicted times and directions for specific locations.
Why Doppler shift changes during a pass.
Why different observers see different pass geometries.
Why radio links begin and end as if a moving object passes over the horizon.
Why commercial services, amateur reports, and orbital predictions agree.

Satellite and Signal Reality Check

Try a Visible Pass

Try Amateur Radio Evidence

What a Flat Model Must Explain



If satellites are fake or balloon-like, what should happen to pass timing, signal strength, Doppler
shift, and visibility as observers move to different locations?

Claim Lab Question



Debunking Claims

Flat-earth content on X tends to repeat a small number of claim patterns across different
personalities. This lab treats those posts as prompts, not as enemies: state the claim, identify the
implied model, ask what it predicts, and compare it with observations ordinary readers can check.

Popular accounts matter because they compress long arguments into shareable hooks. A single
phrase such as “we see too far” or “water finds its level” can travel farther than a careful
explanation. The answer is not to sneer; it is to turn the hook back into a testable claim.

Eric Dubay / IFERS: “200 proofs,” NASA fakery, no curvature, fake space, local
Sun/Moon, and anti-mainstream “zetetic” framing.
Flat Earth Dave: Sun, Moon and Zodiac Clock app, geocentric flat-earth framing, “we
can see too far,” local luminaries, and religious/cosmological messaging.
Mark Sargent: dome/enclosure narratives, “clues,” staged space claims, Antarctica as
barrier, and expert-interview storytelling.
Nathan Thompson: street activism, Bible flat-earth claims, NASA denial, and “you’ve
been lied to” messaging.
Austin Witsit: debate clips, aether/cosmology language, anti-heliocentric framing, and
technical-sounding critiques of astronomy.
Flat Earth Society: older “zetetic” material, universal acceleration, forums/wiki
resources, and a wide range of mutually inconsistent flat-earth schools.

Influencer Claim Lab

Why Target Influencer Claims?

Accounts and Content Streams Worth
Watching



1. Start with an intuition: “The ground looks flat,” “water looks level,” “I do not feel
motion.”

2. Turn intuition into certainty: ordinary scale impressions are treated as global
geometry.

3. Reject conflicting evidence as institutional fraud: space agencies, universities,
observatories, pilots, sailors, surveyors, telecom engineers, and amateur astronomers are
grouped into one vague deception.

4. Avoid full-model predictions: many posts attack the globe without giving a flat model
that predicts sun angles, stars, eclipses, routes, distances, tides, and satellite behavior
together.

Each page will isolate a claim family, show the strongest simple version of the claim, identify the
test it must pass, and then compare predictions. If an influencer offers a tool or diagram, the
question becomes: does it predict reality, or only visualize a belief?

Flat Earth Dave's Clock App: Visualization vs Prediction
Eric Dubay's 200 Proofs: The Repeated Claim Patterns
We See Too Far: Curvature, Refraction, and Hidden Amount
Local Sun Model: The Tests It Cannot Pass

The Repeated Pattern

What This Lab Will Do

Start Here

Model Scorecards: Next Targets

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/flat-earth-daves-clock-app-visualization-vs-prediction
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/eric-dubays-200-proofs-the-repeated-claim-patterns
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/we-see-too-far-curvature-refraction-and-hidden-amount
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/local-sun-model-the-tests-it-cannot-pass


The lab now includes a second tier of direct scorecards for claims that go beyond simple memes
and try to imply alternate world structure.

Flat Map Distance Problem: Routes, South Hemisphere, and AE Projection
Mark Sargent's Dome and Antarctica Claims: Story vs Measurement
Austin Witsit and Technical Cosmology: Aether, Stars, and Predictions
Nathan Thompson's Street Claims: From Confrontation to Testable Claim
Flat Earth Society's Universal Acceleration: The Gravity Replacement Problem

The influencer lab now has a fast-response layer: generate a compact rebuttal card, browse
common claim cards, or use the X Reply Playbook.

Shareable Rebuttal Cards

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/flat-map-distance-problem-routes-south-hemisphere-and-ae-projection
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/mark-sargents-dome-and-antarctica-claims-story-vs-measurement
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/austin-witsit-and-technical-cosmology-aether-stars-and-predictions
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/nathan-thompsons-street-claims-from-confrontation-to-testable-claim
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/flat-earth-societys-universal-acceleration-the-gravity-replacement-problem
/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/shareable-rebuttal-card-generator
/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/quick-rebuttal-cards-common-flat-earth-claims
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/x-reply-playbook-how-to-answer-without-chasing-every-rabbit


Debunking Claims

Flat Earth Dave’s Sun, Moon and Zodiac Clock app is one of the clearest flat-earth “model” artifacts
because it gives people something visual to look at. That makes it valuable to examine fairly: the
issue is not whether the animation is memorable, but whether it predicts observations.

The app presents a geocentric flat-earth layout where the Sun, Moon, and zodiac move over a flat
world. In that framing, the conventional globe model is described as a faith-based system while the
clock app is offered as a way to visualize the “true” movement of the sky.

A model of the Sun should answer ordinary questions before the observation happens:

When will sunrise and sunset occur at this latitude and longitude?
What compass direction will sunrise and sunset appear from?
What will the Sun’s highest altitude be at local solar noon?
How long will the day be?
What happens near the Arctic and Antarctic circles during solstices?
Why does the Sun keep nearly the same angular size through the day?

Flat Earth Dave's Clock App:
Visualization vs Prediction

The Claim

The Fair Test



A moving dot over a map can feel explanatory, but a scientific model must output numbers that
can be checked. “The Sun circles above us” is not enough unless it produces the correct time,
direction, angle, and duration for observers around Earth.

If the Sun is nearby and moving across a flat plane, its distance from an observer should change
substantially during the day. A large distance change should cause a visible angular-size change. In
reality, the Sun remains about half a degree wide.

On common flat maps, southern latitudes are stretched around the outside. The December Sun
must somehow give long, high summer days across South America, southern Africa, Australia, and
Antarctica while still matching local directions and timing.

Any local-Sun model must reproduce months of continuous daylight and darkness near the poles. A
simple spotlight circling above a disk does not naturally produce the observed polar patterns
without extra assumptions.

If an app uses conventional astronomical tables to place the Sun and Moon, it may inherit globe-
model predictive math while displaying a flat-earth picture. That would make it a visualization skin,
not an independent flat-earth model.

Where the Clock-App Style Model
Struggles

1. Animation Is Not Prediction

2. Angular Size Problem

3. Southern Hemisphere Geometry

4. Polar Day and Night

5. Borrowed Accuracy



Use this tool to compare date/location predictions and identify what a flat local-Sun model would
need to explain.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/flat-sun-prediction-checker/

The clock app is rhetorically effective because it gives the eye a simple story. But a simple story is
not the same as a predictive model. The burden is to match sunrise, sunset, Sun angle, day length,
seasons, polar behavior, eclipses, and southern skies with one coherent geometry.

Try the Checker

Bottom Line

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/flat-sun-prediction-checker/


Debunking Claims

Eric Dubay’s “200 proofs” style is influential because it overwhelms the reader with quantity. The
best response is not to answer 200 items as if each were independent. Many are variations of the
same few mistakes.

The list repeatedly turns local intuition into global conclusion: the horizon looks flat, water looks
level, motion is not felt, photos can be distrusted, and institutions can be dismissed. These are not
200 independent proofs; they are clusters of repeated claims.

Claim family: the horizon looks flat, rises to eye level, and distant objects are visible beyond
expected curvature.

Problem: curvature at human height is subtle, horizon behavior depends on observer height, and
long-distance visibility requires target height, distance, refraction, and whether the bottom is
hidden.

Direct test: make a measured observation with known observer height, target height, distance,
and atmospheric conditions; predict hidden amount before looking.

Eric Dubay's 200 Proofs: The
Repeated Claim Patterns

The Main Pattern

Cluster 1: Horizon and Curvature

Cluster 2: Water and Level



Claim family: water cannot curve because water finds its level.

Problem: “level” means perpendicular to local gravity, not parallel to one universal plane. The
ocean can be locally level everywhere and globally curved.

Claim family: if Earth spins and orbits, we should feel the motion.

Problem: humans feel acceleration, not constant velocity. Earth’s rotational effects are small but
measurable, and orbital motion is close to free fall around the Sun.

Claim family: if NASA images are composited or distrusted, the globe collapses.

Problem: Earth’s shape does not depend on NASA. Shadows, eclipses, navigation, geodesy, star
fields, time zones, and circumnavigation all predate or operate independently of NASA.

The most important issue is not whether a single globe explanation can be questioned. It is
whether the proposed replacement predicts all observations together. A long list of objections is
not a model.

1. Turn the proof into one sentence.

Cluster 3: Motion and Feeling

Cluster 4: Space Agency Distrust

Cluster 5: No Coherent Replacement

How to Read a “Proof”



2. Ask what the flat model predicts numerically.
3. Ask what the globe model predicts numerically.
4. Check which prediction survives repeatable observation.



Debunking Claims

“We see too far” is one of the most common X-era flat-earth claims. It is popular because it uses
real photos and videos, but the conclusion usually outruns the measurement.

Distant buildings, mountains, boats, or shorelines are visible when a simple curvature calculator
says they should be hidden, so Earth must be flat.

A serious visibility claim needs all of these:

Observer height above water or ground
Target height
Distance
Camera height, zoom, and lens information
Atmospheric conditions and possible refraction
Whether the bottom of the object is visible or hidden

We See Too Far: Curvature,
Refraction, and Hidden Amount

The Claim

What the Claim Must Include

The Hidden-Bottom Test



The globe prediction is not simply “the whole object vanishes.” It is that the lower part becomes
hidden first. Seeing the top of a distant skyline while the base is missing is evidence for curvature,
not against it.

Atmospheric refraction bends light. Sometimes it lets us see farther than simple no-atmosphere
geometry predicts. This does not make Earth flat; it means light travels through air, and air has
density gradients.

Telephoto compression makes distant objects look closer and flatter.
Mirage layers can stretch, lift, or duplicate distant features.
Partial obstruction is often ignored when only the visible top is discussed.
Wrong observer height can change the expected horizon substantially.

If someone says “we see too far,” ask for the measurement packet. Without observer height, target
height, distance, and refraction context, the claim is not a proof. With those values included, the
observation usually becomes a normal curvature-plus-atmosphere problem.

Refraction Is Not a Cheat Code

Why Viral Examples Mislead

The Direct Debunk



Debunking Claims

The local Sun model tries to explain day and night by putting a nearby Sun above a flat Earth, often
moving in a circle like a spotlight. It is visually simple, but it fails when asked to predict the sky
from many places at once.

If the Sun is nearby and moving away over a plane, it should shrink with distance and remain
above the horizon unless special perspective rules are invented. Real sunsets show the Sun
crossing the horizon while keeping nearly the same angular size.

The compass direction of sunrise and sunset changes with latitude and date in a predictable way. A
local Sun model must reproduce those directions for all observers, not just draw a light circle on a
map.

Seasons are not just warmer and colder feelings. They include day length, solar-noon altitude, polar
day/night, and opposite seasons between hemispheres. These patterns fit Earth’s axial tilt and

Local Sun Model: The Tests It
Cannot Pass

Test 1: Sunsets

Test 2: Sunrise and Sunset Directions

Test 3: Seasons



orbit.

Different longitudes experience solar noon at different times. On a globe, the relationship is simple:
about one hour per 15 degrees of longitude. A flat model must preserve that timing while also
matching directions and Sun angles.

Solar and lunar eclipses are predicted years in advance. A local Sun and Moon model must predict
not just that eclipses occur, but their exact timing, path, duration, and visibility from different
locations.

Observers across the southern hemisphere see a coherent southern sky. A flat Earth with a local
overhead Sun must also explain the stars, not just daylight.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/flat-sun-prediction-checker/

Test 4: Time Zones

Test 5: Eclipses

Test 6: Southern Skies

Use the Checker

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/flat-sun-prediction-checker/


The local Sun model survives as a drawing because it stays vague. When forced to make the same
kind of predictions that almanacs, navigators, photographers, farmers, astronomers, and ordinary
observers use every day, it collapses into exceptions.

Bottom Line



Debunking Claims

This page is a quick index of recurring influencer themes and the most direct test for each one.

Theme Common hook Direct test Main flaw

Curvature denial “We see too far.” Measure observer height,
target height, distance,
refraction, and hidden
bottom.

Uses incomplete photos as
geometry.

Water level “Water always finds its
level.”

Define level as local
perpendicular to gravity;
compare local and global
scale.

Confuses local tangent
plane with universal
flatness.

No felt motion “Earth spins 1,000 mph.” Calculate acceleration, not
speed; compare with
measurable effects.

Confuses velocity with
acceleration.

Local Sun “The Sun circles above us.” Predict sunrise/sunset
direction, solar noon
altitude, day length,
angular size.

Draws a motion but does
not preserve observations.

Space fakery “NASA lies.” Use pre-spaceflight and
independent evidence:
shadows, stars, eclipses,
navigation.

Overloads one institution
with all evidence.

Antarctica barrier “They guard the ice wall.” Predict routes, distances,
circumnavigation, seasons,
and southern skies.

Turns logistical difficulty
into hidden-world proof.

The site’s stance is simple: name the claim, avoid personal pile-ons, and make the model do
predictive work.

Flat Earth Influencer Themes and
Direct Tests



Debunking Claims

The most common flat-earth map is the north-pole azimuthal equidistant projection: the North Pole
in the center, Antarctica around the outside. It is a real map projection, but a projection is not a
world model. It preserves some relationships while distorting others.

Flat-earth diagrams often treat the azimuthal equidistant map as if it shows the true layout of the
world.

If the map is literal, distances between cities should work. They do not. The map preserves
distance from the center point, but it badly distorts distances between non-central points,
especially across southern latitudes.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/flat-map-distance-checker/

Flat Map Distance Problem:
Routes, South Hemisphere, and
AE Projection

The Claim

The Direct Test

Why Southern Routes Matter

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/flat-map-distance-checker/


On the common flat map, Australia, South America, and southern Africa are stretched around the
outer ring. That makes routes between southern cities absurdly long compared with real-world
flight and shipping distances.

Observed travel times and fuel requirements
Shipping routes and emergency alternates
Time zones and solar-noon progression
Southern hemisphere star visibility
Antarctic circumnavigation and research logistics

A projection can be useful without being physically literal. Turning a projection into a flat Earth
creates distance failures that daily aviation, navigation, shipping, and astronomy already test.

What a Real Model Must Preserve

Bottom Line



Debunking Claims

Mark Sargent-style flat-earth content is often persuasive because it feels like a mystery narrative:
clues, barriers, hidden authorities, Antarctica, domes, and staged space. The problem is that a
story is not yet a model.

Earth is enclosed or dome-like.
Antarctica is not a normal continent but a boundary/barrier.
Space imagery and exploration are staged or controlled.
Specialized institutions know more than the public is allowed to see.

Antarctica claims become meaningful only when they answer measurement questions:

What is the predicted circumference of the alleged outer barrier?
What distances should flights and ships measure along southern routes?
How should 24-hour Antarctic daylight work in December?
What should observers in Australia, South Africa, Chile, and Antarctica see in the southern
sky at the same time?
What route should an east-west Antarctic circumnavigation follow?

Mark Sargent's Dome and
Antarctica Claims: Story vs
Measurement

The Claim Pattern

The Testable Questions



If Antarctica is the outer rim on a north-pole-centered flat map, southern distances inflate
dramatically. That is not a minor cartography issue; it breaks logistics.

A dome claim must specify optics. How high is the dome? How do light paths bend? Why do stars,
planets, satellites, meteors, eclipses, and radio signals behave with repeatable geometry? Without
numbers, the dome is a narrative container, not an explanatory model.

The Antarctica/dome story can absorb many mysteries, but it does not predict enough. Once
distances, polar daylight, southern stars, and navigation are placed on the table, the story has to
become engineering. That is where it fails.

The Distance Problem

The Dome Problem

Direct Debunk



Debunking Claims

Austin Witsit-style arguments often sound more technical than meme-based flat-earth claims. They
use terms like aether, geocentrism, epistemology, presuppositions, and anti-heliocentric critique.
That makes them worth answering carefully.

The move is usually to attack assumptions behind the globe/heliocentric model, then present an
alternative vocabulary that sounds physically deep but remains underspecified.

A technical model earns its status by making risky predictions. If “aether” or “geocentrism” can be
adjusted to fit any result after the fact, it is not doing the same work as a quantitative model.

Observers in the southern hemisphere see a coherent celestial pole and matching star rotations.
Multiple southern observers can look south at the same time and see the same sky structure from

Austin Witsit and Technical
Cosmology: Aether, Stars, and
Predictions

The Claim Pattern

Technical Language Is Not Enough

Southern Stars Are a Hard Test



different longitudes. Flat maps struggle to place that sky consistently.

A rival cosmology must also reproduce the ordinary clockwork of solar noon: about one hour shift
per 15 degrees of longitude, with seasonal altitude changes by latitude.

1. Give coordinates and date/time.
2. Predict Sun altitude, sunrise/sunset direction, and star positions.
3. Predict the result before the observation.
4. Use one geometry for all locations, not a custom explanation per case.

Calling the globe “assumption-based” does not rescue an alternative that refuses numerical
predictions. The way out of philosophy fog is simple: put the sky on a schedule and see which
model arrives on time.

Time Zones and Solar Noon

The Prediction Standard

Direct Debunk



Debunking Claims

Nathan Thompson-style flat-earth activism often happens in public-facing, confrontational, or
identity-driven formats: flyers, street conversations, Bible claims, NASA accusations, and “you’ve
been lied to” messaging.

Authority distrust is treated as evidence.
Scriptural interpretation is presented as physical geography.
NASA is used as a stand-in for all globe evidence.
Confrontation creates a feeling of suppressed truth.

People can debate theology, symbolism, and authority. But a physical Earth claim still has to
answer physical observations: shadows, stars, time zones, seasons, routes, eclipses, tides, and
radio/satellite behavior.

Nathan Thompson's Street
Claims: From Confrontation to
Testable Claim

The Claim Pattern

Separate Meaning from Measurement

The NASA Shortcut



“NASA lies” is not enough. The globe does not depend on one agency. It is supported by pre-
spaceflight astronomy, maritime navigation, surveying, amateur observations, telecom
infrastructure, meteorology, and independent space programs.

1. Ask for one claim, not a stack.
2. Write down what each model predicts.
3. Pick an observation an ordinary person can repeat.
4. Agree in advance what result would change the conclusion.

A street claim can start a conversation, but it cannot finish one. Once the claim becomes
measurable, identity pressure stops mattering and prediction takes over.

A Better Conversation Format

Direct Debunk



Debunking Claims

Some Flat Earth Society material replaces gravity with “universal acceleration”: Earth accelerates
upward at about 9.8 m/s², creating the feeling of weight. Many modern flat-earthers reject this, but
it remains useful because it shows what happens when a flat model tries to replace gravity.

Instead of objects falling because Earth attracts them gravitationally, the flat Earth accelerates
upward into objects. Locally, this can mimic the feeling of weight.

Continuous acceleration of 9.8 m/s² quickly reaches relativistic speeds. A defender can invoke
relativity, but then the model becomes much more complex than the simple slogan.

Measured gravitational acceleration is not identical everywhere. It varies with latitude, altitude, and
local geology. Universal acceleration alone does not naturally explain these variations.

Flat Earth Society's Universal
Acceleration: The Gravity
Replacement Problem

The Claim

Problem 1: Speed Builds Without Limit

Problem 2: Gravity Varies by Location



Gravity explains falling objects, tides, orbital motion, planetary paths, and satellite trajectories
within one framework. Universal acceleration mainly tries to explain downward weight sensation.

What accelerates the entire Earth upward? Through what medium? Why at that rate? Why does it
also coordinate with celestial observations?

Universal acceleration is a patch for one local experience: objects fall. It does not replace the
broader predictive role of gravity across tides, orbits, geodesy, pendulums, and measured variation
in apparent weight.

Problem 3: It Does Not Explain Orbits

Problem 4: No Mechanism

Direct Debunk



Community & Resources



Community & Resources

This section is for forums, debates, projects and public resources where everyone has a seat at the
table. The goal is not to dunk on people for asking questions. The goal is to make bad claims face
good questions.

Good debunking starts with clarity. State the claim plainly, identify what would count as evidence,
and separate the observable fact from the interpretation being attached to it. If a claim changes
every time it is tested, that is useful information too.

People rarely change their minds because someone humiliated them. We can be firm about
evidence without being cruel to the person. A calm explanation, a reproducible experiment and a
clean source usually do more than a hundred insults.

Whenever possible, address the strongest version of an argument rather than the weakest meme
version. That keeps the discussion honest and makes the result more useful for readers who are
genuinely curious.

Calculators, diagrams, observation logs, side-by-side claim summaries and source collections all
help. The best community work gives people something they can use to check the world for
themselves.

Community Engagement

How We Engage

Keep It Respectful

Use the Best Version of the Claim

Build Public Tools



This resource should invite sincere people without rewarding bad-faith spirals. A good conversation
is specific, measurable, and kind enough that someone can change their mind without feeling
humiliated.

Ask for one claim: avoid twenty-claim pileups.
Steelman first: answer the strongest clean version of the claim.
Prefer predictions: “What should we observe?” beats “Who do you trust?”
Keep receipts: link to tools, observations, and source pages.
Know when to stop: if every possible result is declared fake, the issue is no longer
evidence.

A good invitation sounds like: “Bring your favorite claim. We’ll translate it into a prediction and see
what reality says.”

How to Keep Conversations Productive

Invitation Tone



Community & Resources

This page collects places and formats for discussing flat earth claims, testing arguments and
sharing resources. The best forum is not the loudest room; it is the one where claims can be made
clearly and checked honestly.

Ask for the claim first. A discussion needs a specific statement, not a fog bank of
suspicion.
Separate evidence from interpretation. “I saw X” and “therefore Earth is flat” are
different steps.
Prefer repeatable tests. Experiments anyone can reproduce are more useful than
screenshots passed around without context.
Track predictions. A model should tell us what we will observe before we observe it.

Claim review: one claim, one evidence bundle, one conclusion. Experiment planning: define
the setup, expected results and controls before collecting data. Source check: compare original
sources against clips, memes or edited summaries. Beginner questions: no shame, no pile-ons,
just clear answers.

The standard is simple: curiosity is welcome; bad-faith repetition is not. A person can be wrong and
still deserve patience. A person can also refuse every answer and exhaust a room. Healthy forums
protect both openness and signal.

Forums

Discussion Guidelines

Suggested Thread Types

Moderation Principle

Useful Links to Add



As the project grows, this page can link to active discussion spaces, experiment logs and claim-
review threads. The priority should be quality over volume: a smaller collection of well-moderated,
evidence-focused conversations beats a giant archive of noise.

A useful debate format keeps the conversation from dissolving into an endless stack of unrelated
claims.

1. One claim at a time: Write the claim as a sentence that can be tested.
2. Define the expected observation: What should we see if the claim is true? What

should we see if it is false?
3. Use agreed measurements: Distance, observer height, target height, time, location

and instrument details matter.
4. Separate result from explanation: First agree on what happened. Then argue about

why.
5. Log predictions: A model that predicts before the observation is stronger than one that

explains afterward.

Claim: What exactly is being asserted?

Evidence offered: Image, video, calculation, quote or observation.

Missing context: Scale, lens, location, date/time, altitude, refraction, source or assumptions.

Globe prediction: What the standard model predicts.

Flat-earth prediction: What the alternative model predicts, if one is provided.

Conclusion: Which prediction matched reality better?

Suggested Debate Format

Claim Review Template



Community & Resources

Here is our collection of flat earth memes — fully debunked, lightly roasted and carefully separated
from actual evidence.

Memes compress an argument into a punchline. That makes them memorable, but it also makes
them dangerous. A meme can skip the definitions, hide the scale problem and make a false
comparison feel obvious before anyone has checked the math.

The tiny diagram problem: Earth, Sun and Moon are drawn at cartoon scale, then the
cartoon is treated like evidence.
The “looks flat to me” move: local human perspective is mistaken for global geometry.
The fake gotcha: one misunderstood photo or quote is framed as if it overturns
astronomy, navigation and physics.
The conspiracy shortcut: missing evidence is replaced with “they are hiding it.”
Convenient, but not explanatory.

First, translate the meme into a claim. Second, identify the assumption doing the work. Third,
compare that assumption with real measurements. If the meme cannot survive being written as a
normal sentence, it was never an argument; it was a vibe wearing sunglasses.

Humor belongs here because absurd claims often deserve absurd packaging. The rule is that the
joke should point toward the explanation, not replace it. Laugh, then check the scale, the source
and the math.

Flat Meme Extravaganza

Why Memes Work

Common Meme Patterns

How to Debunk a Meme

The Fun Part



Memes can be useful teaching tools when they are treated as claim prompts instead of evidence.
Each sample below turns a common meme-style gotcha into a specific claim, then answers it with
the simplest relevant principle.

What it misses: We feel acceleration, not steady speed. Earth’s rotation changes our direction
very slowly over a huge radius. The centrifugal effect exists, but at the equator it reduces apparent
weight by only about 0.34%.

Better punchline: “Speed sounds scary until you ask about acceleration.”

What it misses: “Level” means perpendicular to the local direction of gravity. On a spherical
Earth, gravity points toward Earth’s center, so the ocean surface follows an equipotential surface
that is locally level everywhere but globally curved.

Better punchline: “Level is local. Earth is large.”

What it misses: Human-scale views are tiny compared with Earth’s radius. Curvature becomes
obvious through cumulative effects: horizon distance, hidden bottoms of distant objects, changing
star fields, time zones, flight routes and shadow-angle differences.

Sample Meme Debunks

“If Earth spins 1,000 mph, why don’t we fly off?”

Meme claim: “Earth spins faster than a jet. You should feel it.”“

“Water always finds its level.”

Meme claim: “Oceans can’t curve because water is level.”“

“Show me the curve.”

Meme claim: “If the Earth were curved, it would be obvious from my
backyard.”“



Better punchline: “A basketball looks flat to an ant, too.”

What it misses: Earth’s spherical shape was known long before NASA. Ancient eclipses, latitude-
dependent stars, Eratosthenes’ shadow measurement, navigation and circumnavigation all predate
spaceflight.

Better punchline: “NASA didn’t invent geometry.”

“NASA made the globe.”

Meme claim: “The globe is a modern space-agency story.”“



Community & Resources

An excellent place for quality materials that strengthen your understanding of our beautiful planet
Earth. The best resources do more than state the answer; they show how we know.

Begin with things you can observe directly: the changing height of Polaris, lunar eclipses, star
trails, time zones, shadows at different latitudes and the way ships or buildings disappear bottom-
first with distance. Direct observation gives the rest of the evidence a place to land.

Check out Walter Bislin's Flat Earth Calculator here. Tools like this are useful because they force a
claim to become numbers. Once a claim becomes numbers, it can be tested.

Basic geometry: angles, circles, spheres and scale.
Astronomy basics: phases, eclipses, seasons and celestial poles.
Atmospheric optics: refraction, mirages and horizon observations.
Navigation: latitude, longitude, great-circle routes and GPS.
Scientific reasoning: hypotheses, theories, predictions and falsifiability.

Pick a claim, read the relevant science, then look for a prediction. A good explanation should help
you understand what you would expect to see next. That is where real learning begins.

Educational Resources

Start with Observation

Calculators

Recommended Topics

How to Use This Wiki

Source Habits

http://walter.bislins.ch/bloge/index.asp
http://walter.bislins.ch/bloge/index.asp?page=Advanced+Earth+Curvature+Calculator


When using any resource, prefer primary sources, full context and measurements over clipped
images or anonymous summaries. A good educational path teaches you how to evaluate the next
claim without needing someone else to pre-chew it.

These projects are practical ways to turn abstract arguments into direct experience.

Shadow pair experiment: Compare stick shadows at two different latitudes near local
solar noon.
Polaris altitude log: Record Polaris altitude while travelling north or south.
Ship or building horizon observation: Use known observer height, target height and
distance, then compare with the curvature calculator.
Star trail photography: Capture long exposures facing north, south and near the
equator if travel allows.
Time-zone check: Compare sunrise, sunset and solar noon between cities at different
longitudes.

Does the source provide raw measurements, or only a conclusion?
Are the location, time, altitude and equipment stated?
Can the observation be repeated by an ordinary person?
Does the explanation make a prediction before the result is known?
Does it depend on a conspiracy to dismiss every conflicting measurement?

For structured investigations, use the Printable Claim Lab Worksheets, Observation Log Templates,
and Classroom Pack.

Observation Project Ideas

Source Quality Checklist

Printable Claim Lab Worksheets

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/printable-claim-lab-worksheets
/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/observation-log-templates
/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/classroom-pack-claim-lab-activities


Community & Resources

This page provides short, shareable debunk cards. Each card is written so it can become a meme
caption, social post or discussion prompt.

Claim: Earth spins at about 1,670 km/h at the equator, so we should feel it.

Reply: You feel acceleration, not steady speed. The acceleration from Earth’s rotation is tiny
because the radius is enormous.

Caption: “Speed gets the headline. Acceleration does the physics.”

Claim: Water always finds its level, so oceans cannot curve.

Reply: Level means perpendicular to gravity. On Earth, gravity points toward the center, so the
ocean can be locally level and globally curved.

Caption: “Level is local. Gravity is global.”

Claim: The globe depends on modern space agencies.

Reply: Ancient astronomers, sailors and surveyors had already measured Earth’s shape long
before rockets existed.

Caption: “NASA didn’t invent shadows, ships or geometry.”

Claim: Horizon photos look flat.

Meme Debunk Cards

Card: “Earth Spins Too Fast”

Card: “Water Cannot Curve”

Card: “NASA Invented the Globe”

Card: “No Curve in Photos”



Reply: Local horizons are subtle because Earth is huge. Photos also depend on altitude, field of
view and lens distortion. Use measurements, not vibes.

Caption: “A wide planet makes a quiet curve.”

Claim: Antarctica is not a continent; it is the boundary wall around the flat Earth.

Reply: Antarctica is mapped, crossed, studied, photographed, and visited by researchers and
tourists. Its coastlines, interior routes, time zones, and southern sky observations fit a continent on
a globe, not a circular wall around all oceans.

Caption: “A continent with research stations is doing a lot of work for a wall.”

Claim: Space images are fake, so the globe is fake.

Reply: The globe does not depend on images. Shadows, stars, eclipses, navigation, surveying,
time zones, and gravity measurements already point to the same shape.

Caption: “Delete every space photo. The geometry stays.”

Claim: The Earth looks flat, so it is flat.

Reply: Your eyes are excellent locally. Planetary scale requires measurement. The same horizon
that looks flat also hides distant objects bottom-first.

Card: “Antarctica Is an Ice Wall”

Card: “They Fake All the Images”

Card: “Just Trust Your Eyes”



Caption: “Your eyes are local. Earth is large.”

For fast social replies, use the Shareable Rebuttal Card Generator and the X Reply Playbook.

Shareable Rebuttal Card Generator

/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/shareable-rebuttal-card-generator
https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/books/flat-earth-absurdity-wiki/page/x-reply-playbook-how-to-answer-without-chasing-every-rabbit


Community & Resources

This atlas collects external tools and reference sources that make the wiki stronger. The goal is not
to outsource the argument to authority, but to give readers places where predictions, public data,
and independent observations can be checked.

US Naval Observatory — Complete Sun and Moon Data: rise, set, transit, twilight, and
Moon data for specific locations.
Stellarium Web: interactive sky map for checking what should be visible from a location
and time.
Heavens-Above: satellite passes, sky events, and observer-location-based predictions.
Globe at Night: citizen-science night-sky observations, including constellation-finding
campaigns.

NASA Eclipse Web Site: long-range solar and lunar eclipse catalogs and maps.
NOAA Ocean Service — What are tides?: overview of lunar/solar gravitational tide
mechanics.
NOAA JetStream: weather education resources and global atmospheric circulation context.
USGS Latest Earthquakes: live seismic observations and public earthquake data.

Source & Tool Atlas

Sky and Time Predictions

Eclipses, Tides, Weather, and Earth
Systems

https://aa.usno.navy.mil/data/RS_OneDay
https://stellarium-web.org/
https://www.heavens-above.com/
https://globeatnight.org/
https://eclipse.gsfc.nasa.gov/eclipse.html
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/tides.html
https://www.noaa.gov/jetstream
https://earthquake.usgs.gov/earthquakes/map/


AMSAT Satellite Status: amateur-radio satellite status reports from operators around the
world.
NOAA/NCEI Geomagnetic Calculators: magnetic declination and field calculators for
compass reality checks.

Pick one outside source, make a prediction, then compare it with direct observation. The best
lesson happens when an outside prediction matches what you can see, time, photograph, or
measure yourself.

Signals and Satellites

How to Use the Atlas

https://www.amsat.org/status/
https://www.ngdc.noaa.gov/geomag/calculators/magcalc.shtml


Community & Resources

This page collects printable resources for turning flat-earth posts, memes, debate clips, and
influencer claims into structured investigations. The goal is to slow the claim down until it becomes
testable.

Use the builder below to prepare a clean worksheet, then print or save it as a PDF from your
browser.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/claim-lab-worksheet/

Classroom discussion: one claim, one worksheet, one model comparison.
Debate prep: require predictions before letting the conversation branch.
Social media reply: answer with a measurement plan instead of a pile-on.
Personal curiosity: keep a record of what each model predicted and what happened.

If a claim cannot say what observation would count against it, it is not ready to be called proof. It is
still a story, suspicion, or intuition.

Printable Claim Lab Worksheets

Interactive Worksheet Builder

Best Uses

Worksheet Rule

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/claim-lab-worksheet/


Community & Resources

Observation logs make the site more than a reading experience. They let a visitor collect real
evidence while preserving the details that make the evidence useful.

Field What to record

Claim The exact sentence being tested.

Date/time Include time zone and whether daylight saving time
applies.

Location Coordinates or clearly named place.

Equipment Camera, lens/zoom, tripod, compass, level, phone app,
telescope, etc.

Geometry Observer height, target height, distance, direction,
elevation angle.

Conditions Weather, temperature, visibility, haze, mirage/refraction
notes.

Prediction What each model said before the observation.

Result What was actually observed.

Observer height above water/ground
Target name, height, and distance
Whether the target bottom is visible, hidden, mirrored, or distorted
Refraction notes: temperature inversion, shimmer, mirage, haze

Observation Log Templates

Universal Observation Log

Horizon Observation Log



Raw unedited image plus zoom/crop if used

Latitude, longitude, local time, and UTC time
Direction faced and compass method
Sun altitude/azimuth or star target
Expected result from globe model and alternate model
Photo/video plus notes about lens and exposure

Most viral flat-earth evidence omits just enough context to feel decisive. A good log removes that
ambiguity.

Sky Observation Log

Why Logs Matter



Community & Resources

This classroom pack is designed for teachers, parents, clubs, and curious groups who want to
discuss flat-earth claims without turning the room into a shouting match.

1. Pick one flat-earth meme or short post.
2. Rewrite it as a testable claim.
3. List what information is missing.
4. Make one globe prediction and one flat-earth prediction.
5. Decide what observation would distinguish them.

Assign one group to defend a globe prediction and another to define the flat-earth prediction. The
key rule: no group may rely on insults or institutional trust. Both must make predictions.

Use the flat-map distance checker to compare southern hemisphere routes. Ask students what
would happen to airlines, shipping, and emergency planning if the flat-map distances were

Classroom Pack: Claim Lab
Activities

Activity 1: Meme to Measurement

Activity 2: Model Scorecard Debate

Activity 3: Route Reality Check



physically true.

Choose two cities on the same date. Compare sunrise, sunset, solar noon altitude, and daylight
duration. Ask whether one local-Sun diagram can predict both locations at once.

Be kind to people. Be ruthless with predictions.

Activity 4: Local Sun Challenge

Discussion Norm



Community & Resources

Flat-earth claims often travel as short social posts. This tool answers in the same compact format
without abandoning the site’s standard: name the claim, state the flaw, and point back to a test.

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/rebuttal-card-generator/

1. Pick the recurring claim pattern.
2. Customize the wording if needed.
3. Copy the reply text or screenshot the card.
4. Link to the relevant claim-lab page for the deeper explanation.

Be sharp about the claim, not cruel to the person. The strongest response is usually: “What does
your model predict?”

Shareable Rebuttal Card
Generator

How to Use It

Tone Standard

https://wiki.flatearthabsurdity.com/tools/rebuttal-card-generator/


Community & Resources

These compact cards are meant for fast reference. Each one names the claim, gives the short
answer, and points to a better test.

Better test: Hidden-bottom observation with measured heights and refraction notes.

Better test: Separate local construction meaning from planetary-scale equipotential surface.

Quick Rebuttal Cards: Common
Flat-Earth Claims

“We can see too far.”

Short answer: A photo is not geometry until it includes observer height, target
height, distance, refraction, and whether the bottom is hidden.“

“Water always finds its level.”

Short answer: Level means perpendicular to local gravity. Local level surfaces
can be globally curved.“

“Earth spins too fast.”

“



Better test: Calculate centrifugal effect or observe a Foucault pendulum.

Better test: Use the Flat Sun Prediction Checker.

Better test: Use observations that do not require NASA at all.

Short answer: You feel acceleration, not steady speed. Earth’s rotational
acceleration is small but measurable.

“The local Sun explains day and night.”

Short answer: Then predict sunrise direction, sunset time, solar noon altitude,
polar day/night, and solar angular size with one geometry.“

“NASA lies.”

Short answer: Earth’s shape does not depend on one agency. Shadows,
navigation, eclipses, stars, and geodesy predate spaceflight.“



Community & Resources

Social-media flat-earth arguments are optimized to branch. A good reply does not chase every
branch; it narrows the claim until reality can test it.

1. Quote the claim: “You are claiming we see too far for a globe.”
2. Name the missing variable: “What observer height, target height, distance, and

refraction conditions?”
3. Ask for a prediction: “What should your flat model predict before the photo?”
4. Link the test: send the relevant claim-lab page or tool.

If the topic jumps from curvature to NASA to Antarctica to Bible verses in one thread, pause and
return to the first testable claim. A stack of suspicions is not a model.

“What observation would prove your model wrong?”
“Can your model predict that before we check?”

X Reply Playbook: How to Answer
Without Chasing Every Rabbit

The Four-Move Reply

Do Not Accept the Claim Stack

Useful Replies



“Which flat map are you using, and what distance does it predict?”
“Does this explanation also work in the southern hemisphere?”
“Are you rejecting NASA only, or also sailors, surveyors, eclipse chasers, ham radio
operators, and amateur astronomers?”

The win is not humiliating someone. The win is getting the claim into a form where a curious reader
can test it.

Win Condition


