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Set out on a captivating journey in 'Escaping the
Maze, where we challenge established scientific
doctrines and uncover the intricately crafted illusions
shaping our understanding of Earth, cosmology, time,
and origins.

Examine the Big Bang Theory, revealing it as conjecture
based on imaginative suppositions, and investigate the
Theory of Evolution, highlighting its reliance on
unverified speculation and tenuous correlations.

Prepare for a paradigm shift as we present compelling
evidence questioning the authenticity of dinosaurs,
suggesting these creatures may have been fabricated
to support the Theory of Evolution. Analyze how
our perceptions are shaped by incomplete fossils
and speculative reconstructions lacking definitive
proof.

Follow Admiral Richard E. Byrd's mysterious Antarctic
expedition, leading to the exclusive control of the
continent by all signatory governments. Discover
evidence supporting Earth as a contained system,
challenging the notion of it being a mere speck in
the cosmos.

Uncover the rapid establishment of NASA and it’s
monopolistic role in shaping cosmological perspectives
following the 1959 Antarctic Treaty.

‘Escaping the Maze' aims to shatter these pervasive
falsehoods and introduce an inspired paradigm of
intelligent design. Get ready for an enlightening
quest, illuminating foundational questions about our
existence and our world’s true genesis.
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Preface: One Mouse’s Journey

At some point, we are all captivated by the vast mysteries of
existence—questions about the beginning of the universe, the
complexities of space and time, the possible mechanisms of
evolution, and the notion of a creator. These profound subjects
engage us all as part of our human experience.

Over time, I have come to find that our beliefs and worldviews
invariably align with our current stage in life and what best
resonates with us at the time, even if they sometimes lack any
real substance or practicality.

At the end of the day, we naturally seek out, shape, and
protect our zones of comfort through all stages of life.

A primary goal in this exploration is to cultivate a heightened
sense of self-awareness. We are venturing into territories that are
certain to appear unconventional, counterintuitive and difficult
to reconcile with our existing beliefs.

We often cling to the comfort of our familiar knowledge
and quickly dismiss any information that contradicts it.

A prerequisite for this exploration is to set aside this tendency
and openly consider a range of radically new ideas. Such ideas
have the potential to profoundly shift our foundational
perspectives, unveil hidden realities, and empower us in
unexpected ways towards much greater truths.
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By setting aside our natural inclination to believe that we already
have everything figured out, we open ourselves to considerable
enlightenment.

Through an exhaustive examination of the topics ahead, I am
confident we will ultimately recognize a creative force behind
our origins, rather than attributing our existence to random
coincidences over vast spans of time, as suggested by the modern
scientific ‘evolutionary’ narrative.

I ask readers to pull over, move from behind the wheel,
and take a seat as passengers for this particular journey.

Having spent a significant part of my own life pursuing a
naturalistic, scientific view—that I now find untenable, I am
grateful for the insights gained from that perspective as well.
This balance has enriched my understanding and better prepared
me for far deeper engagement in these discussions, equipping me
to effectively demonstrate which view on our origins, I believe,
clearly prevails. By sharing my story of 'escaping the maze,' my
ultimate aim is to offer impactful and constructive insights,
ensuring that I do not waste the time of anyone genuinely
seeking answers amid the diverse beliefs and convictions about
our true origin.

Having immersed myself in a diverse spectrum of worldviews,
my innate curiosity has led me through an expansive journey
across scientific, engineering, technological, and creative
domains. I have ventured into physics, particle physics, biology,
chemistry, health and fitness, electricity, electronics, computer
hardware and software, audio and video editing, mechanical
engineering, combustion engines dynamics, 3D modeling, the
vast and technical world of wine, and even PC gaming. These
areas have enriched my investigative journey, allowing me to
connect many dots over time as a true student at heart.

As many other curious minds have found, as we dig deeper, we
discover that almost all things are interconnected. Opening one



door often leads to several more, or even a daunting array of
paths that necessitate a moment of pause—a realization that the
journey ahead is far more expansive than initially anticipated.

As a child, my curiosity led me to spend countless hours
disassembling anything I could get my hands on, eager to
understand its inner workings. This led to many sleepless nights,
driven by my determination to solve a quandary, and most often
led to quite a mess. This hands-on exploration was my
straightforward method of learning—as for many of us.

In reflecting on these experiences, I have come to realize that my
life’s journey has culminated in gathering content that I now feel
is incredibly valuable for those earnestly exploring the enduring
questions of our origins—by chance or design.

Guided by my diverse pursuits and interests, I have rigorously
evaluated and ultimately rejected the 'Big Bang' theory as a
plausible explanation for the origin of our universe, as well as the
theory of 'Evolution' as the definitive author of life’s emergence
and complexity.

After decades of exhaustive study in countless areas, I have
determined that the true nature of our world and our origins is
far different from what we havebeen led to believe, and that there
are no greater powers to challenge and expose than the select few
at the apex of power—the 'all-seeing eye.'




This completely hidden, and heavily guarded group of elites,
acting as modern-day sorcerers and wizards, wields mastery
over arcane wisdom passed down through the ages. They
function essentially as 'the think tank' behind the scenes, far
removed from and well above all government oversight and
directives. This international group employs their esoteric
practices to direct and control world populations, ensnaring
them within the intricate web of their grand deception.

For now, I will accept the label of 'conspiracy theorist, regarding
it as a temporary characterization. My earnest hope is to
eventually shed this misdirected label and be recognized as a
'tireless advocate for truth.'

Moving on, we will now overturn the foundational "education"”
we acquired from childhood, revealing significant insights that
will reshape our essential beliefs and direct us towards far
deeper truths—freeing us from our current false realities.



Introduction: Setting the Stage

Throughout human history, pivotal moments have shaken our
understanding of reality, prompting us to question our very
existence. These moments compel us to confront profound
truths and challenge deeply ingrained beliefs. Today, for those
willing to venture deeper—far deeper—we find ourselves on the
brink of very recent and significant discoveries.

These discoveries offer us a unique opportunity
to reflect on key historical events and reassess the
perceived realities we have been “educated” to.

Embracing this expansive journey requires considerable courage
and an openness to a drastically new worldview. It demands
that we challenge our fundamental beliefs about the world, both
past and present. These revelations can be disconcerting, or more
likely, frighteningto a degree that might push many readers away
when certain truths are revealed.

These truths sharply contrast with the prevailing secular
narrative, which ultimately dismisses the notion of a divine
creator in favor of deceptive concepts. Such concepts include the
idea of infinite space extending throughout the cosmos, vast
expanses of time purportedly stretching billions of years into the
past, 'prehistoric' extinct creatures believed to be millions of
years old, and random evolutionary processes presented as
'scientific' explanations of our origins.

Our exploration will reveal an intricate web of lies and false
realities that have deceptively shaped our understanding of
Earth, cosmology, space, time, and ultimately, our purpose.

Humanity's unquenchable thirst for answers has driven us to
explore profound questions about our existence within the vast
expanse of the world. We have contemplated our origins, the age
of the Earth, cosmology, and mysteries beyond our current
comprehension. This quest for knowledge has fueled scientific,
religious, and philosophical endeavors throughout history.
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Inthe process, a widerange of opinions and beliefs have emerged,
each adding a potential piece to the complex puzzle of our
existence. We all attempt to assemble these pieces in our daily
lives to ultimately form our current worldview at the time.

But Wait!

What if we discovered that our most cherished beliefs and
answers to the mysteries of our world are merely fragments of a
grand illusion? What if this illusion were carefully crafted and
slowly sustained over time by an elusive group with a specific
agenda aimed at intentionally misleading us? Imagine these
false realities and beliefs woven into a deception so vast that it
stretches our very capacity to even consider them as possible.

After decades of exhaustive study, I can affirm with absolute
certainty that this vast and intricate deception is unparalleled to
any other: a collection of illusory conspiracies so starkly at odds
with our long-held beliefs that they almost guarantee immediate
skepticism, if not outright dismissal.

This elaborate conspiracy shields and protects itself
by seeming absolutely impossible from the beginning—
effectively rendering it pointless to even consider.

Consequently, any attempt to discuss this extensive deception is
almost certain to be met with swift rejection, accompanied by
scoffing, laughter, ridicule, and even harsh criticism. Such
reactions are sure to arise as this level of deception starkly
contradicts the most foundational beliefs instilled in us from
early childhood. Having become accustomed to these initial
reactions, I now anticipate them, reflecting on my own arduous
journey of awakening as a continual reminder.

I vividly recall the extensive time it took to grasp and reluctantly
accept these fundamental deceptions once I was compelled to
confront them. This profound realization led to months of
sleepless nights, during which I found myself withdrawing from
social events and gradually distancing myself from my closest
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friends. I was forced to reshape my entire worldview—a period
marked by extremely difficult yet enlightening discoveries that,
fortunately, proved to be empowering over time.

Accepting all of this was as challenging as being told that my
name, birthdate, parents, and my long-lost infant history—as I
had come to know—were nothing but fabricated falsehoods,
timelines and details. It meant acknowledging that an entirely
different narrative awaited, should I dare to question and
explore further.

Most of us would agree that our foundational worldview was
shaped from a young age by our educational system. This
background makes it incredibly challenging to consider
alternative realities that starkly contrast with our longest-held
certainties, as will undoubtedly be the case with the topics we
explore moving forward.

We will explore a paradigm-shifting framework and
introduce an entirely new understanding of our world,
cosmology, and origins—pursuing far deeper truths.

Alongside this, we can consider critical assertions that clearly
reveal we are far more than mere products of vast spans of time
and chance.

The Birth of Deception

This highly misleading deception began to take shape with the
emergence of the well-known 'Big Bang' and 'Evolution' theories,
accompanied by the widely accepted belief that ancient
dinosaurs roamed the Earth millions of years ago. Soon
thereafter, 'Radiometric Dating' was introduced as a scientific
method to validate this ancient, 'prehistoric' world and a
universe purportedly billions of years old.

This widely accepted framework of fallacies and illusions has laid
further groundwork for a network of subsequent events and
contrivances that have greatly obscured our understanding of



Earth's age, space, time, and our origins—casting us as mere
products of random chance through evolutionary processes.

Behind the potent facade of this grand deception lies a
secret of unparalleled magnitude, so significant that it
necessitated immediate concealment upon discovery.

In very recent history, that clandestine and enigmatic group
under our investigation—operating independently and shielded
entirely from the oversight of all governments and institutions—
has masterminded this elaborate ruse since the mid-20th
century and continues to do so in modern times.

This group has skillfully manipulated our perception
of reality, exploiting our trust in science and the media
to shape our minds to their will, starting from our very

first entrance as children into the educational system.

The truth they strive to obscure is a discovery that would have
utterly transformed our collective understanding of the world
and our very essence—had it been revealed as found. These were
discoveries deemed necessary to remain hidden at all costs,
given their unimaginable implications.

- Imagine discovering a world where our beliefs about outer
space and extraterrestrial life are not grounded in scientific fact
or high plausibility, but are instead founded on fanciful stories
that create a false narrative, profoundly warp our understanding
of Earth's true size and form, distort our perceptions of the
cosmos, and alter our expectations of what lies beyond.

- Imagine learning that the age of the Earth and the universe is
not measured in billions of years, but in mere thousands.

- Envision a realm where the origins of life are not the result of
random evolutionary ‘chance,’ but rather the product of a
meticulously designed plan accredited to a higher intelligence.

Such profound revelations would undoubtedly compel us to
entirely reassess our most cherished beliefs.
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From Hindsight to Insight

In this modern era, equipped like never before with a wealth of
collective hindsight from recent historical events—both known
and yet to be revealed—we face a remarkable opportunity. It is an
opportunity to reinvestigate these events, their intriguing
timelines, and the intricate details surrounding them in an
entirely new light.

This fresh perspective calls for meticulous scrutiny and
comprehensive reassessment. It urges us to embrace genuine
openness to relinquishing many of our established beliefs in
exchange for new truths and realities.

Through this process, we can adopt a new paradigm and
framework that reshapes our entire understanding of the world,
cosmology, and our perceived reality—ultimately affirming that
a creative entity is the sole author of all that we see and
experience.

Aswe unravel this nefarious agenda and its vast illusions, we will
continually shed light on the intricate web of fabricated realities
to which we have succumbed, realities that underpin this
elaborate deception—one that has long ensnared us.

Where It Began

During the mid-20th century, the era in which this elaborate
scheme originated, startling discoveries were made that would
have prompted an unprecedented worldwide upheaval if
revealed.

These revelations, however, were quickly obscured from the
public eye, buried within a crypt of deceit and laden with fallacies
designed to misdirect us in the most profound ways.

Had these truths been revealed, they would have obliterated the
underpinnings of numerous religions, political systems, and the
foundational principles of our core educational doctrines.



This revelation would have definitively settled any and all
debates concerning our origins—whether stemming from
evolutionary processes, or from divine creation.

The theory of Evolution, now hailed as the zenith of our scientific
understanding, would have been utterly abandoned and
replaced by a concept of purposeful design.

No discoveries could carry greater significance or
wield a more profound impact on the world than those
that were swiftly concealed during this key period.

These discoveries were obscured within an intricate tapestry of
falsehoods, contrived realities, imaginative yet unsubstantiated
science, and, most notably, distorted views of Earth and
cosmology.

The Antarctic Treaty

In response to these paramount discoveries made in the mid-
1950s, the "Antarctic Treaty" was swiftly established on
December 1, 1959.

This international agreement was signed by 12 countries:
Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Chile, France, Japan, New Zealand,
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Norway, South Africa, the Soviet Union, the United Kingdom, and
the United States. The treaty entered into force on June 23, 1961.

As of February 2024, the Antarctic Treaty has
now garnered 56 signatories across the world.

It is worth noting that the countries mentioned above—
excluding the Soviet Union—were part of the ‘Western bloc’ led
by the United States. They were aligned as allies and members of
organizations like NATO (North Atlantic Treaty Organization)
and/or SEATO (Southeast Asia Treaty Organization).

On the other hand, the Soviet Union represented the ‘Eastern
bloc,” which consisted of communist and socialist countries. It is
important to remember that the relationship between the
Soviet Union and the Western allies was tense, with the Soviets
often seen as adversaries. This becomes even more intriguing
when realizing the necessity of including the Soviet Union as
well in the creation of this mysterious treaty.

The principal aim of the Antarctic Treaty, both at its inception
and continuing into the present day, is to strictly maintain
Antarctica as a ‘dedicated zone for scientific research, thereby
fostering cooperation among all involved nations.

The Antarctic treaty strictly prohibits any and all military
operations, bars public expeditions, and restricts commercial
airline flights anywhere near the region. It expressly forbids
any territorial claims, ensuring that no nation can, at any
point, claim ownership of any part of Antarctica.

The treaty strongly advocates for ‘the exchange of scientific
information’ and promotes collaborative efforts among its
signatory countries.

The primary purpose of this treaty was not to preserve a specific
geographic area, nor was it focused on cultural or wildlife
conservation. The central aim of the treaty has always been the
promotion of 'scientific research' and its associated objectives.

11



Right on Time

In a perfectly-timed and absolutely necessary manner, as we
will discover in coming chapters, NASA emerged onto the world
stage. It captivated our attention and directed it toward the realm
of ‘outer space.’

NASA immediately introduced a cadre of brilliant
minds: rocket scientists, intellectuals, astrophysicists, and
astronauts, all driven to explore the Moon and beyond.

This development occurred in the aftermath of the historic 'space
race' between the United States and the Soviet Union during the
Cold War era, as they fervently competed to achieve significant
milestones in ‘space exploration.’

In our exploration ahead, we will investigate far deeper into the
origins of NASA, examining key events and information that
reveal purposes extending far beyond those officially stated. It
will become increasingly clear that NASA's intent was not merely
to shape, but rather invent our fundamental understanding of
cosmology.

NASA gained complete control over the entire narrative
surrounding all of cosmology from its very inception.

Presently, NASA and other collaborating space agencies hold an
unquestionable monopoly, directing and dictating our beliefs
about Earth and the universe. This monopoly is key to what we
will understand later in our journey to truth. Through our
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exploration, we will uncover that even the most foundational
claims made by NASA are open to rigorous scrutiny, if not
outright dismissal as sheer contrivances.

These claims include vast distances allegedly spanning millions
of light-years between Earth and the stars, the immense scale of
the Sun relative to Earth, its stated distance of 93 million miles
from us, and the existence and attributes of galaxies, black holes,
and other abstract celestial bodies. These contrivances have been
carefully orchestrated to conceal the true shape and nature of
Earth and cosmology. We will directly challenge these long-
standing ideologies that we have collectively embraced from
our earliest childhood years.

The upcoming chapters will argue that the prevailing "facts"
surrounding Earth and cosmology are not grounded in well-
established scientific principles. Instead, they are largely based
on highly imaginative fabrications—a modern-day form of
‘scientific storytelling.’

We will discover that contemporary models and frameworks of
Earth and cosmology differ greatly from the revelations that lie
ahead—sparking a profound and deeply unsettling awakening,
setting us on a challenging path as we confront the difficulty of
accepting these unsettling new truths.

13



As we prepare to discover a radically new and far more accurate
worldview, our current understanding of Earth, cosmology,
space, and a historical timeline, which purportedly spansbillions
of years into the past, becomes obsolete.

There is simply no return to our previous beliefs.

This transformative shift in paradigm will permeate and disrupt
every aspect of your intellect, existence, and every area within
your zones of comfort. A courageous student at heart will
inevitably wrestle with these unsettling, yet ultimately
empowering, new realities of our world.

Our goal is to fast-track our discussions by offering provocative
key insights—undeniable 'slam dunks'—that will instantly
capture readers' interest and ignite their eagerness to venture
deeper into the highly contentious revelations that lie ahead.

During this transformative journey, you may find
yourself as I did, just another mouse in the maze.

We will cast profound doubts on the credibility of the accepted
scientific narrative—revealing the true model of our world. Our
goal is to challenge and overturn the conventional view that
complex, conscious life emerged solely by random chance within
an evolutionary framework.
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We will explore our discussions absent of religious concepts,
ensuring that our conversations remain secular, inclusive, and
accessible to all readers, including those who might reject or
prefer to avoid religious themes.

Ultimately, if a secular, naturalistic, and scientific narrative
becomes implausible, a narrative based on intelligent design
and creative origins emerges as the most obvious alternative.

We will soon discover that, at the core of our complex existence,
lies irrefutable evidence of an intelligent and creative force. This
force, however, has been persistently skewed, contorted, and
most alarmingly, concealed by an enigmatic entity intent on
shaping the vast array of fallacious realities and doctrines we
universally accept today.

<,

We are now on the brink of the unsettling discovery that, in
modern times, we have been entangled in an expansive and
intricately orchestrated psychological operation (PSYOP).

The elusive entity of our discussion has precisely crafted an all-
encompassing facade, effectively veiling the essential truths
about our universe, our origins, and our ultimate purpose. The
scale of this charade is deeply unsettling, extending far beyond
the control and oversight of our governmental institutions.
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We will find that 'science fiction' extends far beyond a mere
genre of Hollywood, and now becomes our present reality.

Prepare for a new reality where the unimaginable becomes
evident, the magnificent design of our true world is revealed, and
the intricate facade we have been indoctrinated to believe
collapses like a house of cards.

We will unveil the deceptive cloak that obscures the array
of hidden truths lying beyond our constructed realities.

This meticulously crafted and fiercely protected deceit aims to
subvert and conceal the evidence of a creative force behind our
origin—reducing us to mere accidents of nature and random
products of evolution's slow dance through time.

Prepare to challenge your core beliefs and summon the
courage to question your current understanding of the world.

&
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Chapter 1: The Big Bang Theory

To offer a thorough context and background for those readers
unfamiliar with the current scientific explanation of the
universe's origin, specifically the Big Bang theory—which
describes the emergence of space, time, and all matter—let us
examine this official ‘naturalistic’ explanation presented by an
unbiased AI chatbot:

[AI]: The Big Bang theory is the prevailing scientific explanation
for the origin of the universe. According to this theory, the
universe began as a singularity—a point of infinite density and
temperature—approximately 13.8 billion years ago.

At that moment, the universe rapidly expanded, undergoing a
process known as cosmic inflation. This allegedly led to the
formation of space, time, and all matter and energy in the
universe today.

[Question to AI]: In a courtroom hearing scenario that aims to
scrutinize the credibility and plausibility of the Big Bang theory,
I seek an unbiased evaluation of each claim presented above,
assessing each claim to determine its nature, whether it involves
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speculation, conjecture, inference, or if its assertions are founded
on undeniable evidence to support them beyond being merely
theoretical.

To evaluate these official scientific accounts previously
outlined, please answer the following questions:

[Question #1]: How did science determine that the singularity
was infinitely dense and of infinite temperature?

[AI]: The determination of the singularity's infinite density and
temperature is based on theoretical models and mathematical
calculations within the framework of general relativity.

According tothese theoretical models, as we trace the expansion
of the universe backward in time, it reaches a point of extreme
density and temperature, which is termed the singularity.

However, it is important to note that the concept of infinite
density and temperature arises from the limitations of our
current understanding of physics.

The singularity represents a breakdown in our ability to
describe the universe accurately using our current scientific
theories.

[Question #2]: What is the basis for measuring the accuracy of
this infinite density?

[AI]: Since the singularity represents a point where our current
understanding of physics breaks down, it is not possible to
measure its density directly.

At such extreme conditions, the known laws of physics cease to
be applicable, and our ability to make precise measurements
becomes limited. The concept of infinite density arises from the
mathematical extrapolation of our current physical theories to
these extreme conditions.

[Question #3]: How did science arrive at the figure of a 13.8
billion-year origin for this singularity?
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[AI]: The estimate of a 13.8 billion-year origin for the singularity
is derived from observations of the ‘cosmic microwave
background radiation, the afterglow of the early universe. By
studying the properties of this radiation, such as its distribution
and temperature, scientists can infer the conditions of the early
universe. The age of the universe is estimated by extrapolating
the observed expansion of the universe backward in time.

[Question #4]: How was the term 'cosmic inflation' derived and
substantiated?

[AI]: The term 'cosmic inflation' was proposed as a mechanism to
explain certain observed features of the universe, such as its
overall uniformity on large scales. Inflation suggests that the
universe underwent a rapid expansion phase in its early
moments, which smoothed out irregularities and set the stage
for the subsequent formation of large-scale structures like
galaxies and clusters.

While inflation is supported by indirect evidence, such as
observations of the cosmic microwave background radiation and
the distribution of galaxies, it is considered a theoretical
framework that explains various observed phenomena.

[Question #5]: Can you provide details on how this expansive
force led to the formation of space, time, matter, and energy in
the universe, serving as the starting point for this theory?

[AI]: The specific details of how the expansive force of cosmic
inflation led to the formation of space, time, matter, and energy
are still the subject of active scientific investigation and
theoretical modeling. According to the prevailing theory,
inflation caused a rapid expansion of space, stretching it to a
larger scale.

During this expansion, quantum fluctuations in the fabric of
space were magnified tomacroscopic scales, which eventually led
to the formation of density variations. These density variations
served as seeds for the gravitational attraction that eventually

19



led to the formation of large-scale structures, such as galaxies
and galaxy clusters.

As the universe expanded and cooled further, matter and energy
condensed and underwent processes such as nuclear fusion
within stars, leading to the formation of atoms and the
subsequent emergence of galaxies, stars, and other cosmic
structures.

It is important to note that our understanding of the detailed
processes involved in the formation of space, time, matter, and
energy is continuously evolving. Ongoing research, observations,
and theoretical advancements contribute to refining our
knowledge and providing a more comprehensive understanding
of the early universe.

[End of chat]

Returning to our ongoing discussion, it can be summarized that
the Big Bang theory relies heavily on indirect observation,
interpretation, inference, and theoretical models. This reliance
introduces numerous uncertainties at every turn, from the
theory's inception to its current status as the most widely
accepted scientific explanation for the origins of space, time, and
matter.

Challenges

If you have not yet considered it, it is important to recognize the
significant challenges faced by the Big Bang theory from its
inception.

This theory seeks to trace the mysteries of the universe back 13.8
billion years to determine its origins—a monumental task given
the involvement of boundless pressure, temperature, energy,
matter, and inconceivable forces.

To accurately place our trust in this theory, we would need a
formidable and reliable method that allows us to observe the
entire universe in reverse, effectively unfolding it step-by-step to
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reconstruct this colossal singularity and its unimaginable
explosive force.

The most troubling aspect is the origin of this singularity, which
lacks any explanation. It simply exists without any identifiable
cause—making it a remarkably tenuous starting point for a
theory deemed as 'scientific.'

The mystery surrounding the origin of this singularity remains
entirely enshrouded in speculation and supposition. While
academia often turns to ‘guantum mechanics’ to address much of
this mystery, further exploration eventually leads to even more
speculative theories and philosophical contemplation, once the
most sophisticated scientific terms and theories are exhausted.

The most tangible aspect of this theory, which scientists use in an
attempt to construct theoretical models and perform backward
extrapolations for the Big Bang theory, is the 'cosmic microwave
background radiation' previously mentioned.

This raises crucial questions: Why is this background radiation
necessarily considered a remnant of the 'Big Bang'? Could it not
also be attributed to countless other natural phenomena,
potentially leading to entirely different conclusions unrelated to
the 'Big Bang'?

It is noteworthy that a majority of the equipment allegedly used
today to measure cosmic microwave background radiation was
developed by NASA, placing them at the center of the
cosmological narrative. While this alone may not lead you to
question your current level of trust in NASA, it is crucial to
remember the implications of their monopolistic role—a
central role we will be reminded of repeatedly moving forward.

You, as areader, have the opportunity to thoroughly examine and
assess the degree of conclusiveness that you feel the Big Bang
theory offers as an explanation for the origins of space, time, and
matter—ultimately contributing to the formation of our present-
day reality.

21



The intention here is not to engage in an exhaustive challenge or
detailed dissection of the Big Bang theory. Rather, the aim is to
ensure that you are well-informed about this dominant scientific
theory, which is widely accepted as the contemporary
explanation for our universe's earliest beginnings. This theory is
one of the primary foundations asserting an entirely unguided,
random, and naturalistic origin of everything—from a definitive
starting point—offering an alternative to the notion of
purposeful design.

As we progress through the subsequent chapters and approach
the climax of our exploration, it becomes crucial to carefully
consider and utilize compelling evidence and key historical
events.

We will assert the presence of a creative force, suggesta
far younger Earth than commonly believed, and present a
cosmology that differs markedly from modern claims.

Should these paramount revelations be substantiated, they
would fundamentally dismantle the foundational premises of
the Big Bang theory, our prevailing cosmological model, and the
theory of Evolution. Such findings would make extensive
research, debates, and efforts to support or oppose these models
and theories entirely pointless.

Our objective in pursuit of truth is to challenge today's
foundational scientific theories, rendering them obsolete as
we unveil a completely new understanding of our world.

We will decisively explore compelling arguments and reveal new
discoveries that resonate with individuals of all intellectual
capacities, regardless of their educational backgrounds. We aim
to establish a foundation based on accessible and comprehensive
criteria that anyone can use in their quest for truth.

We will now address the next chapter: the Theory of Evolution.
This theory seeks to explain the emergence of life and the
development of complex organisms. Here, attempts to bridge

22



significant gaps in understanding can seem almost farcical, if
not outright embarrassing—even to the most highly educated
intellectuals who champion this theory.

Advocating for such theories, whether in the realms of science,
philosophy, physics, biology, or chemistry, becomes an arduous
task—akin to 'grasping at straws.'

Let us explore whether we can ultimately move beyond
naturalistic explanations and acknowledge the presence of a
masterful creative force responsible for all known origins.
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Chapter 2: The Evolution Theory

We will now explore various historical concepts that have been
used to uphold and validate the theory of Evolution. I am
confident that these findings and key historical events, which
have been instrumental in shaping my own perspective, will
similarly assist others in questioning and, ultimately, rejecting
this theory entirely.

By discarding this obstructive theory, we can eliminate barriers
that hinder our pursuit of truth, freeing ourselves from the
constraints it imposes. This liberation allows us to transcend the
notion that the world’s diverse array of complex lifeforms are
merely the result of time and chance.

This prevailing scientific theory represents a significant obstacle,
impeding our ability to move beyond the limitations of an
inherently flawed naturalistic philosophy.

It limits our comprehensive understanding and hinders us from
embracing the profound realization that a creative force, beyond
comprehension, has shaped the world we inhabit and is the sole
author of all our experiences.

To begin, I will present some of my favorite quotes that I have
accumulated over the years—reflecting my own examination,
consideration, and eventual rejection of this theory.
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Ironically, let us begin with none other than Charles Darwin
himself, the renowned pioneer of the theory of evolution, who
introduced his ideas in 1859 through his seminal work, 'On the
Origin of Species.'

[Charles Darwin]: "To suppose that the eye with all its inimitable
contrivances for adjusting the focus to different distances, for
admitting different amounts of light, and for the correction of
spherical and chromatic aberration, could have been formed by
natural selection, seems, I freely confess, absurd in the highest
degree.”

[Louis Bounour]: "Evolution is a fairy tale for grown-ups. This
theory has helped nothing in the progress of science. It is useless."”

[Malcolm Muggeridge]: “I myself am convinced that the theory of
Evolution, especially the extent to which it’s been applied, will be one
of the great jokes in the history books of the future. Posterity will
marvel that so very flimsy and dubious an hypothesis could be
accepted with the incredible credulity that it has.”

[Dr Colin Patterson]: "No one has ever produced a species by
mechanisms of natural selection. No one has ever gotten near it and
most of the current argument in neo-Darwinism is about this
question..."

[Adnan Oktar]: "The complexity and intricacy of living organisms
cannot be explained solely by chance and natural processes. There
must be a higher intelligence behind their creation.”

Key Foundations

The theory of Evolution, formulated by Charles Darwin, posits
that all species of organisms have descended from a common
ancestor through gradual changes over long periods of time,
encapsulated in four primary concepts:

[Descent with Modification]: Species change over time, and new
species arise from pre-existing ones through a process called
descent with modification.
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[Natural Selection]: The driving force behind evolution is natural
selection. Individuals with advantageous traits are more likely to
survive, reproduce, and pass on these traits to future generations.

[Common Ancestry]: All living organisms share a common
ancestry, and the diversity of life on Earth is aresult of branching
and diversification over millions of years.

[Gradualism]: Evolution occurs gradually through the
accumulation of small changes over long periods of time, leading
to the formation of new species.

The theory of Evolution posits that the diversity and complexity
of life can be explained by natural processes, without the need for
supernatural intervention. However, considerable doubt persists
regarding the fundamental concept that one species can
gradually transform into a completely different species over
time.

Skepticism is further fueled by historical examples that far
too often rely on highly speculative interpretations, requiring
a significant degree of faith to even be considered plausible.

Instead of categorizing certain ‘discoveries’ as entirely new
species or simply small variations within existing species, they
are often labeled as 'transitional forms.'

This labeling is a common practice among evolutionists
attempting to establish intermediate connections in the
evolutionary chain.

This entirely-speculative process forms the foundation of the
theory, suggesting, for example, how an aquatic species might
undergo a gradual series of transitions over an extended period
through successive generations, ultimately becoming a land-
dwelling animal.

This involves a gradual process in which an organism undergoes
areduction or loss of distinct aquatic features, which become less
advantageous in water, while simultaneously developing
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entirely new features that are specifically adapted for survival in
anon-aquatic land environment.

However, it is essential to recognize the inherent complexities
associated with embracing this theory. The theory requires
acceptance of countless leaps of faith, undergoing transitions
from one form to another, without providing any demonstrated
biological or chemical mechanisms to explain the feasibility of
such transitions.

We are simply asked to ‘play along’ out of blind
trust to keep this naturalistic theory cohesive.

The Fossil Record

Charles Darwin himself acknowledged the crucial importance of
finding evidence of transitional forms in nature, commonly
referred to as 'the fossil record.' He conceded that without such
evidence, his theory would be deemed inadequate. Despite
ongoing research, there remains a significant deficiency in the
fossil record—a deficiency that has consistently posed a critical
obstacle to supporting his theory since its inception.

When purported 'missing links' are discovered, they have been
marred by numerous instances of fraud and forgery. These
historical falsifications have damaged the credibility of
evolutionary theory, revealing the lengths to which some
evolutionists are willing to go to support naturalistic views.
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While the concept of a sequential series of transitional forms
may seem logical and compelling when depicted through
imagery—such as the well-known ‘monkey to man’ illustration
above—it is crucial to acknowledge the intricate complexities
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and the significant challenges in plausibly connecting these
transitions. This recognition points to the considerable degree of
faith necessary for the theory of evolution to be firmly accepted.

Throughout history, numerous instances of confirmed fraud and
creative reconstructions have been aimed at attempting to
identify 'missing links' in the story of human origins. However,
all attempts have ultimately failed.

As we move ahead, constructing a compelling case against the
theory of Evolution requires us to highlight the extensive range
of speculations that endeavor to support it, as well as a history
replete with fraud and deception.

Upon examining these cases, it becomes apparent that they
stretch the limits of credibility, bordering on the impossible, and
thus make it exceptionally challenging to seriously consider the
validity of such claims and the overall theory.

This discussion underscores the importance of conducting a
comprehensive evaluation of proposed evidence, rather than
simply accepting it as scientifically valid and worthy of
consideration. It highlights the necessity of looking beyond
persuasive illustrations and depictions that might lead us to
believe we have seen conclusive proof.

We should be encouraged to further examine the complete
narrative before drawing firm conclusions and claiming to have
thoroughly examined the evidence.

Headline Experts

In contemporary times, a notable phenomenon has emerged
with the rise of 'headline experts.' These individuals often form
conclusions based solely on the headlines of research studies
and articles, without duly examining the entire content.

This tendency to assume that the headline encapsulates the
entirety of the study hinders our capacity for diligent and
thorough investigation.
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When faced with inquiries regarding specific details or the
evidence presented within a study, these headline experts often
respond with uncomfortable silence or struggle with a series of
uneasy responses and expressions. Such reactions quickly reveal
their limited and incomplete understanding of the subject
matter.

Headlines often distort the true nature of scientific studies,
leading to misconceptions and potentially flawed conclusions
among those who rely solely on them. For instance, a headline
such as 'Study of Silver Toxicity in Humans' might imply a broad
investigation into the effects of silver on human health.

However, a closer look reveals that the study specifically
examined Silver Nitrate (AgNO3), acompound distinct from pure
silver, which, unlike Silver Nitrate, has no known toxicity in the
small amounts typically found in dietary intakes as with many
other supplemental metals.

This not only highlights potential flaws in research
methodologies but also underscores the importance of
evaluating the details beyond mere headlines.

Historical Fakes and Forgeries

Turning our attention to historical instances, there have been
numerous cases where scientists and proponents of the theory of
Evolution have used cleverly-crafted fakes, forgeries, and
highly-speculative assumptions in their efforts to support this
naturalistic theory. These incidents underscore the need for
vigilance and thorough scrutiny in scientific research,
cautioning against acceptance based solely on blind trust.

Recapitulation Theory

Proposed by German biologist Ernst Haeckel, the recapitulation
theory suggested that the development of an individual
organism (ontogeny) recapitulates the evolutionary history of its
species (phylogeny).
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Accordingtothis theory, the stages of embryonic development in
an organism mirror the evolutionary stages that its ancestors
underwent. Modern embryology and evolutionary biology have
revealed that the relationship between ontogeny and phylogeny
is far more complex than Haeckel proposed.

Haeckel's recapitulation theory has been widely
discredited and is no longer considered accurate
by any of the scientific community worldwide.

Ernst Haeckel's scientific work, particularly his illustrations of
embryos he presented to support his recapitulation theory, faced
intense criticism from his peers.
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HAECKEL'S EMBRYOS

Accused of manipulating and exaggerating his drawings
to strengthen his recapitulation theory, Haeckel was found
guilty of scientific misconduct during a trial by his peers.

The verdict confirmed that his illustrations did not reflect the
actual appearance of embryos. This controversy undermined
Haeckel's credibility and led to a loss of support for his
recapitulation theory within the scientific community.
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After his trial, Haeckel was quoted saying:

“After this compromising confession of forgery, I should be obliged to
consider myself condemned and annihilated if I had not the
consolation of seeing, side by side with me in the prisoner's dock,
hundreds of fellow-culprits, among them many of the most trusted
observers and most esteemed biologists. The great majority of all the
diagrams in the best biological textbooks, treatises, and journals
would incur in the same degree the charge of forgery, for all of them
are inexact, and are more or less doctored, schematized, and
constructed.”

Neanderthal Man

The first recognized Neanderthal remains were discovered in the
Neander Valley near Diisseldorf, Germany, in 1856. Quarry
workers stumbled upon a skullcap, several limb bones, and some
other fragments.

Interestingly enough, these discoveries were made during a
period that coincided with the release of Charles Darwin's work,
"On the Origin of Species." Neanderthals are claimed to be a close
relative of modern humans.
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Eric Dubay, an American writer, can be quoted saying:

“To this day, reconstructed drawings of this Neanderthal Man are
depicted in scholarly journals and textbooks and claimed to be a
missing evolutionary link.

The fact is, however, that all so-called Neanderthal remains have
never been shown to be any more different from modern humans
than an Asian from a Caucasian or an Inuit from an Aborigine.

Aswell, the skull size shows its brain was 13% larger than the average
brain of modern man, making it impossible to be an intermediary
between modern man and ape.

Even Time magazine in 1971 claimed the primitiveness of
Neanderthal Man to be unwarranted, that he could walk the street
unrecognized. One writer even commenting that historians of the
future may declare all of us insane for not detecting and refuting
this incredible blunder with adequate determination.”

One of the main proponents pushing Neanderthal Man as an
authentic species was Reiner Protsch—a German anthropologist
and former professor who gained attention for his involvement
in a scientific fraud related to Neanderthal remains. Protsch
claimed to have discovered and analyzed several important
Neanderthal fossils, including the famous "Heidelberg Man."

However, it was later revealed that Protsch had manipulated the
dating of these fossils and provided inaccurate information
about their age. Investigations into Protsch's work uncovered
numerous irregularities and inconsistencies.

It was found that Protsch had engaged in fraudulent practices,
such as misrepresenting the origin and age of the fossils. As a
result, his scientific reputation was severely damaged, and his
work came under intense scrutiny.
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Java Man

In the early 20th century, fossil specimens were discovered on
the Indonesian island of Java by Dutch physician and
paleontologist, Eugene Dubois.

It is worth noting that Dubois had previously studied as an
apprentice under Ernst Haeckel, the evolutionist involved in the
elaborate hoaxes previously outlined.

Dubois claimed to have found significant remains at the Trinil
site along the Solo River, including a skullcap, a leg bone, a jaw
fragment, and three teeth. Initially, he named the fossil
"Pithecanthropus erectus," suggesting it represented an
intermediary form between apes and humans, from which he
constructed the ape-like “Java Man.” Within 10 years of its
discovery, Java Man was the main subject of over 80 evolution
books and articles and was eventually named “Homo Erectus.”

Hank Hanegraaff, author and talk show host, wrote:

"Interestingly, some of the teeth were old and some young. The bones
belonged to ape, female, and male. It was an interesting
conglomeration, and the reason that people didn't catch on to it is
because the find of Dubois was kept from scholars for about 30 years.
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He also withheld the discovery of modern human remains, which
were found in the same stratum as Java Man. Of course, that would
have ruined his claims that Java Man was the ancestor of modern-
day humans.

Finally, enough pressure was placed on him that the actual bones
were allowed to be examined, and the discrepancies were found, and
eventually, enlightened America as well as the world found out that
this was a hoax."

Java Man's teeth were discovered to be of varying ages, and the
bones were a combination of human and ape remains, including
alarge Gibbon's skull.

Rudolf Virchow, who was Ernst Haeckel's own professor and
the leading pathology expert of his era, made the following
statement:

"In my opinion, this creature was an animal. A giant Gibbon, in fact,
and the thighbone has not the slightest connection with the skull.”

Many experts, including himself, reached the conclusion that the
thighbone is undoubtedly human, whereas the skullcap and
teeth are attributed to a primate.

Piltdown Man

The story of “Piltdown Man” revolves around a notorious
archaeological hoax that occurred in the early 20th century. The
discovery took placein 1912 in Piltdown, England, when Charles
Dawson, an amateur archaeologist, claimed to have found
remains of an ancient hominin. The findings were presented as a
‘missing link’ between apes and humans, garnering significant
attention from the scientific community.

The supposed Piltdown Man fossils included a human-like skull
with an ape-like jaw, along with various other bone fragments
and teeth. The discovery initially received widespread
acceptance and was seen as a breakthrough in understanding
human evolution at that time.
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However, suspicions about the authenticity of Piltdown Man
arose in the following decades.

THE ILLUSTRATE],

In 1953, the Piltdown Man specimens were
revealed to be an elaborate forgery.

In 1953, the fossils were conclusively identified as a composite of
ancient human skull fragments, an orangutan jaw, and
chimpanzee teeth (molars and premolars) that were filed down to
make them appear more human-like. As well, the bones were
chemically treated and stained to match an aged appearance. It
became clear that the deception was meticulously planned and
executed.

The Piltdown Man hoax had a significant impact on the field of
paleoanthropology. The identity of the hoaxer remains
uncertain, with Charles Dawson being the primary suspect,
although others may have been involved.
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Nebraska Man

In 1922, a single tooth was discovered in Nebraska's Snake Creek
formation. Some scientists, including Henry Fairfield Osborn, an
American paleontologist and the president of the American
Museum of Natural History from 1908 to 1933, speculated that it
belonged to an early human ancestor.

Osborn even provided an artistic reconstruction of what
"Nebraska Man" and his wife and child might have looked like
(based on a single tooth), highlighting again what was
mentioned prior about ‘extensive range of speculations.’

However, further excavations and research revealed that the
tooth actually belonged to an extinct pig-like mammal, rather
than a human ancestor.

The misidentification of the tooth, as evidence for human
evolution, underscores yet another instance of premature and
rather extreme speculation based on limited evidence.

This highlights the pervasive nature of such attempts
throughout history to establish supposed 'missing links' in the
human evolutionary chain.
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Lucy

Lucy was discovered in 1974 in the Afar region of Ethiopia by
paleoanthropologist Donald Johanson and his team. The
discovery represented arelatively complete skeleton of an alleged
early human ancestor, claimed to have lived approximately 3.2
million years ago.

Lucy belonged to the species Australopithecus afarensis, which
displayed a combination of ape-like and human-like
characteristics and was claimed to walk upright.
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There have been numerous controversies and debates
surrounding Lucy's classification and significance. For example,
there were claims that Johanson did not allow other scientists to
examine Lucy's bones until 1982, eight years after the discovery.

Some argue that as more Australopithecine skeletons have been
found and examined, many leading evolutionists now consider
Lucy to be simply an extinct type of ape, similar to modern
pigmy chimpanzees, rather than a direct human ancestor. In May
1999, the French Science et Vie magazine ran a cover story titled
"Goodbye Lucy." The article discussed how Lucy, once considered
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the most famous fossil of Australopithecus, was no longer seen
as the root of the human race and:

“...needs to be removed from the supposed human family tree...”
Orce Man

In 1982, a fragment of a skull, known as the 'Orce Man,' was
discovered in the Spanish town of Orce. Initially believed to be
from a human ancestor dating back approximately 1.8 million
years, the skull fragment later failed to substantiate its highly
speculative claims of such antiquity.
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Subsequent studies and reevaluation of the fossil indicated that
it is more likely to have belonged to an ancient donkey rather
than a human ancestor. The precise identification of the
fragment remains a subject of ongoing scientific debate and
investigation.

The Orce skull discovery, once thought to be a significant finding
related to early humans, is now considered more likely to be
associated with other extinct mammals or potentially an artifact
of geological processes.

Micro vs. Macro Evolution

The theory of evolution, as an explanation for macroevolution,
wherein one species can transition into a distinctly new species,
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has never been directly observed. Instead, the observable
evidence supports microevolution, which refers to small changes
within a species based on subtle variations, such as gradual
adaptations in beak sizes among birds.

Itisimportant to recognize that microevolution operates within
a very limited framework and remains the extent of what has
been scientifically confirmed to date.

Assessing the Evidence

Throughout history, evolutionists have made persistent efforts,
many times fraudulent as we have seen, to attempt to bridge
highly implausible gaps within the theory of Evolution. These
attempts aim to establish it as a valid and scientifically supported
explanation for the gradual evolution of simple, single-celled
organisms into the diverse and complex array of lifeforms we
observe all around us today.

The Mysteries of Human Conception

Perhaps there is no greater illustration of the profound
complexities involved than the process of a single sperm cell
merging with an egg, setting in motion the remarkable journey
that leads to the creation of an entire human being.

Attempting to reverse-engineer such complex mechanisms
highlights the vast chasms of understanding that must still be
traversed to scientifically support evolutionary concepts.
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Consider the multitude of wonders that ensue: the intricate
complexities of eyes that perceive the world, ears that capture the
symphony of sound, an olfactory system that distinguishes the
subtlest of scents, a robust skeletal framework that provides
structure, a circulatory system that coordinates the flow of vital
substances, along with a meticulously interconnected nervous
system, culminating in a fully conscious brain at the center.

The complexity of it all seems boundless, leaving us in awe of the
wondrous enigma that life presents and how it could possibly
come into being, especially if attempting to explain this through
evolutionary processes rather than a creative author at work.

As a reader, I sincerely hope you will consider embracing the
perspective of intelligent and purposeful design, rather than
solely relying on speculative science or placing unwavering trust
in processes driven purely by chance and coincidence, even
across vast expanses of time.

The Fascinating World of Spliceosomes

As amere glimpse into the mesmerizing intricacies of the micro-
biological realm of human DNA, we will briefly review a
captivating example that showcases the extraordinary actions
occurring within human microbiology.

Intron Intron
definition Exon definition Exon
definition definition

U2-type U12-type

Science itself stands in awe, striving to unveil the intricacies of
the exquisitely orchestrated microscopic functions nestled
within the vast expanse of the human body, particularly in our
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DNA. The quest to explain the origins of such phenomena, by
retracing their steps through the mists of time and relying solely
on chance-driven evolutionary processes, remains an ongoing
and perplexing challenge that continually eludes complete
scientific comprehension.

Imagine a complex and intricate assembly line within a factory,
responsible for a crucial task. This assembly line, known as a
spliceosome, exists within our cells and plays a vital role in a
process called pre-messenger RNA (pre-mRNA) ‘splicing.’

Let us break it down into everyday terms to better grasp its
fascinating nature. The spliceosome's job is to precisely remove
unnecessary parts, called ‘introns,’ from a pre-mRNA molecule.
It then cleverly joins together the remaining essential
segments, known as ‘exons,’ to create mature messenger RNA
(mRNA). This mature mRNA can be thought of as a set of
instructions that our cells use to build proteins.

The story of spliceosomes begins with the creation of pre-mRNA,
which contains both introns and exons. The spliceosome has a
remarkable ability to recognize specific markers at the
boundaries between introns and exons. Acting like a diligent
inspector, it marks the spots that need trimming. Once it
identifies these regions, the spliceosome assembles around the
pre-mRNA, forming a dynamic structure composed of RNA and
proteins.

Now comes the fascinating part. The spliceosome performs a
series of intricate maneuvers, rearranging itself to bring the
ends of the introns together. It then catalyzes the precise removal
of introns, leaving behind the important exons. Think of it as a
team of highly coordinated workers seamlessly removing
unnecessary parts from a product.

After the introns are removed, the exons are skillfully
connected, like puzzle pieces, resulting in a continuous mRNA
molecule. This flawless operation ensures that the genetic
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information is properly processed and ready for protein
synthesis.
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While scientists have made significant progress in
understanding the genetic composition and components of
spliceosomes, many mysteries remain. They are actively
exploring how spliceosomes accurately detect the boundaries
between introns and exons. Additionally, they seek to unravel the
factors that control alternative splicing, a process that allows a
single gene to generate different versions of mRNA.

Within the spliceosome, various RNA molecules, known as small
nuclear RNAs (snRNAs), act as guides and catalysts for the
splicing reactions. Protein components, referred to as splicing
factors, contribute to the regulation and coordination of these
events. It is the intricate interplay between these RNA and
protein components, along with other factors, that orchestrates
the multitude of processes involved in splicing. This analogy of
an assembly line in a factory not only helps us appreciate the
complexity and precision of the spliceosome's functions but also
showcases the remarkable nature of this molecular machinery. It
tirelessly ensures that our genetic information is accurately
processed and utilized by our cells, highlighting an exquisite
level of biological coordination and efficiency.

Take a moment of pause to reflect: this unseen force possesses
an innate understanding of how each individual piece
harmoniously contributes to the greater puzzle, while also being
fully aware of all active process in a timeline toward
completion. This captivating complexity, devoid entirely of
modern-day scientific explanation, eludes our deepest
comprehension, leaving us in awe of its bewildering nature.
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What mysterious agents act as 'the master conductor,’
seamlessly weaving together the multitude of complex
functions, maintaining total awareness at all stages?

This remarkable example vividly illustrates the immense
challenges that science faces in attempting to explain the
evolution of such intricate and elaborate processes purely
through the opportunity of time and chance having brought
them to life.

Challenging Conventional Timelines

During my persistent research into the true origins of human
history and many alternative theories to the theory of evolution,
I discovered a striking marker in our historical record that
becomes apparent when looking back in time.

The trail of the earliest writings, languages, and symbols extends
back only to approximately 6,500 years ago. Beyond this point,
our tangible history becomes sparse, compelling us to rely on
scientific inference—rather than direct evidence—to piece
together the puzzle of mankind's possible existence in earlier
times.

Prior to 6,500 years ago, the fossil record does not show
anything conclusive for transitional human forms.

Instead, it appears that humans emerged fully formed, similar to
modern-day humans, as if appearing out of nowhere.

Although attempts have been made to date the 'Stone Age' era
back millions of years to a time when mankind is alleged to have
lived, we do not find any clear evidence of humans existing that
far back in time.

While there have been many efforts in history to bridge these
gaps with alleged ‘ancestral hominins,” all such attempts have
ultimately failed. We simply have no clear picture of human
evolution beyond 6,500 years, only persistent attempts to
establish earlier origins.
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Historical Blackout

We must acknowledge that the absence of tangible records prior
to 6,500 years ago is striking and warrants careful consideration
in historical studies. Even if we extend this timeline back to
10,000 years, as some might suggest, it remains minuscule
compared to the 13.8 billion years science claims for the age of
the universe, and the 4.6 billion years estimated for the age of the
Earth.

Venturing back more than 6,500 years takes us into a realm of
considerable speculation due to the scant evidence available.
This makes definitive conclusions about mankind’s purportedly
'ancient' distant past difficult, a situation akin to a 'historical
blackout.! The absence of any rudimentary stages in the
development of dialects or symbols is particularly significant
and merits serious consideration.

In light of these observations, these factors strongly suggest that
human beings came into existence far more recently than we
are told. This starkly challenges the modern narrative that
mankind evolved slowly over vast stretches of time.

Language Barriers and the Illusion of ‘Consensus’

As well, the use of ‘scientific terminology’ often creates a barrier,
rendering these concepts unfamiliar and difficult for the
majority of people to understand. This disconnect may prevent
people from developing their own objective criticisms,
effectively shielding scientists from scrutiny by the non-
scientific majority of society. As a result, we tend to rely
unquestioningly on 'experts,’ placing our trust in their
knowledge and expertise, which often shape our final
conclusions.

This issue is historically reinforced by the abundance of scientific
articles that contribute to the perception that a widespread
'consensus' within the scientific community automatically
establishes truth and validation, eliminating the perceived need
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for our own personal examination. After all, they're the experts,
right?

Social Validation and Popular Consensus

Choosing to conform to popular consensus and seeking social
validation and popularity is often seen as a far simpler path
compared to the arduous journey of pursuing unpopular truths
and defending them in our daily conversations.

Final Thoughts

I urge readers to closely consider the broad implications and
foundational assumptions of dominant scientific theories, as a
deeper examination will clearly reveal inherent challenges in
supporting these paradigms across extensive timelines and
contexts. The two primary pillars of scientific theories—the Big
Bang and Evolution—can become perilous to defend when
examined on a broader scale to account for the comprehensive
picture and timelines they attempt to portray. Despite various
explanations offered within the narrow scope of microevolution,
these theories fall considerably short of providing
comprehensive models for the origin of life.
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Next, we will address another significant challenge: scientific
methods that attempt to chart timelines extending millions,
even billions, of years into the past.

Specifically, we will examine 'Radiometric Dating' as the next
scientific pillar under scrutiny. We will explore the numerous
assumptions underlying this method, aiming to assess its
reliability and the highly speculative nature of its conclusions.
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Chapter 3: Radiometric Dating

Radiometric datingisa scientific method used to estimate the age
of rocks, fossils, and other geological materials. This techniqueis
based on the principle of radioactive decay, which is the process
where unstable isotopes of elements spontaneously transform
into different, more stable isotopes over time.

By measuring the ratio of parent isotopes (the original unstable
isotopes) to daughter isotopes (the stable isotopes formed from
the decay) in a sample, scientists attempt to extrapolate the
amount of time that has passed since the rock, fossil, or other
material was formed.

This dating method has been widely used in geology,
archaeology, and paleontology, relying on principles of nuclear
physics.

We must critically examine the inherent assumptions and
limitations of radiometric dating to assess its true reliability
and acknowledge its potential for considerable inaccuracies.

In radiometric dating, several isotopes are commonly used for
both short-term and very long-term dating. For short-term
dating, isotopes such as carbon-14, which has a half-life of about
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5,730 years, and potassium-argon, with a half-life of about 1.3
billion years, are primarily used.

For even longer dating, isotopes like uranium-238 and thorium-
232 are commonly utilized; uranium-238 has a half-life of
approximately 4.5 billion years, whilethorium-232 has a half-life
of about 14 billion years.

Although decay rates are measured over vast periods extending
tobillions of years, this does not necessarily imply that the Earth
and its origins date back as well to these ancient times.

Radiometric dating relies on numerous assumptions
about initial conditions and decay rates of tested samples,
introducing uncertainty and speculation into results.

Carbon-14

Introduced in the 1940s, carbon-14 dating is a method used to
estimate the age of organic materials, such as fossils and
artifacts, by measuring the decay of carbon-14 isotopes present
in them. Carbon-14, an isotope of carbon, is naturally produced
in the atmosphere through interactions with cosmic rays. Living
organisms, including plants and animals, constantly exchange
carbon with their environment through processes like
respiration and consuming food.

While an organism is alive, it maintains a balance of carbon-14 in
its body. However, upon death, the intake of new carbon-14
ceases, and the existing carbon-14 begins to decay at a
predictable rate.

Carbon-14 has a relatively short half-life of about 5,730 years,
meaning that approximately half of the carbon-14 in a sample
will have decayed after this period.

Scientists estimate the time since the organism's death by
comparing the ratio of carbon-14 to stable carbon isotopes
(carbon-12 and carbon-13) in a sample. This method is most
suited for dating samples up to about 50,000 years old, which is
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the maximum age range generally accepted in the scientific
community. Materials that can be dated using carbon-14 include
fossils, archaeological artifacts, charcoal, wood, peat, sediments,
cave paintings, and ice cores.

Carbon-14 (Challenges and Concerns)

[Assumptions and Limitations]: Carbon-14 dating is dependent
on assumptions such as the stability of the carbon-14 to carbon-
12 ratio in the atmosphere and the constant rate of decay.
However, it is crucial to acknowledge that these assumptions
cannot be proven to have remained consistent throughout
history, undermining the reliability of age estimates and casting
doubt on the method's accuracy as a definitive dating tool.

[Contamination and Sample Selection]: There are obvious
concerns about the potential for sample contamination, which
can introduce carbon from different sources and greatly distort
the dating results. As well, the accurate selection of appropriate
samples for carbon-14 dating is crucial, and the criteria for
sample inclusion can be highly subjective and prone to error.

[Variations in Cosmic Ray Flux]: The continual production of
carbon-14 in the atmosphere is influenced by cosmic ray flux,
which varies over time due to solar activity and other factors.
These fluctuations, being ever-changing, impact the accuracy of
carbon-14 dating.

[Calibration and Reconciliation]: While calibration methods are
attempted to account for variations in carbon-14 production, the
calibration curves and reference materials used cannot
definitively represent past atmospheric conditions. This
introduces systematic errors that affect the accuracy of carbon-
14 dating.

The inherent and unavoidable assumptions made concerning the
potential for sample contamination, variations in cosmic ray flux
and calibration issues are reasons to question the accuracy and
reliability of this dating method.
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Potassium-Argon

Developed in the 1950s, Potassium-argon dating is a radiometric
dating method used to estimate the age of rocks and minerals.
This technique is based on the decay of potassium-40 into argon-
40. With a half-life of about 1.3 billion years, potassium-40
gradually transforms into argon-40, where scientists attempt to
measure the ratio of these isotopes in a rock or mineral sample to
determine the time since its formation.

Potassium-argon dating is primarily used to date volcanic rocks,
such as lava flows and ash layers, and the minerals within these
rocks, such as feldspar and mica. It is most effective for dating
geological formations that are millions to billions of years old.

In addition to volcanic materials, Potassium-argon dating can
also be applied to metamorphic rocks, such as granites and
gneisses, and under certain conditions, to some types of
sedimentary rocks. This makes it an invaluable tool in the field of
geochronology for studying Earth's history and geological
events.

Potassium-Argon (Challenges and Concerns)

[Assumption of Closed System]: Potassium-argon dating
assumes that the rock or mineral being dated has remained a
closed system since its initial formation, with no addition or loss
of parent or daughter isotopes.

Various geological processes, such as metamorphism or fluid
movement, can drastically disturb the system and lead to highly
inaccurate age estimates.

[Inherited Argon]: Some rocks and minerals may contain
‘inherited’ argon-40, which was present in the material before it
solidified. This pre-existing argon can lead to older age estimates
than the actual age of the rock or mineral. Distinguishing
between inherited and radiogenic argon can be quite challenging,
greatly affecting the accuracy of this dating method.
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[Argon Diffusion]: Argon is a noble gas that can diffuse through
rocks and minerals over time. This diffusion can lead to the loss
or gain of argon, which can distort the calculated age
considerably. Factors such as temperature, pressure, and mineral
composition can directly influence argon diffusion rates,
allowing many possibilities for error.

[Contamination]: Contamination of the sample during
collection, preparation, or analysis can introduce extraneous
amounts of argon or alter the isotopic ratios, leading to
erroneous results.

[Uncertain Decay Constants]: The accuracy of potassium-argon
datingrelies on the accurate determination of the decay constant
of potassium-40. However, different studies have reported
considerably varying values for this constant, introducing
uncertainties into the dating process. These uncertainties can
directly impact the accuracy of age calculations.

It is important to recognize the many assumptions underlying
potassium-argon dating that are required for its accuracy: a
closed system, absence of any inherited argon, no argon
diffusion, no contamination, and constant decay rates
throughout the sample's history.

However, since these various factors cannot be known or
verified, every criterion used to estimate an accurate date for the
sample relies on uncertain variables at very stage—akin to
employing five ‘sliding rulers’ in hopes of an accurate collective
measurement. Thus, how much faith can we put in this dating
method?

Uranium-Lead

Uranium-lead dating is a key radiometric dating method
developed in the early 20th century for estimating the age of
rocks and minerals. This technique hinges on the radioactive
decay of uranium-238 into lead-206, which has a half-life of
approximately 4.5 billion years.
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Scientists attempt to measure the ratio of uranium-238 to lead-
206 in a sample to determine how much time has elapsed since
the material formed.

Primarily used for dating geological materials that are alleged to
be billions of years old, Uranium-lead dating is especially suited
for analyzing zircon crystals. These crystals are highly resistant
to heat and chemical changes and can retain the uranium-lead
isotopic signature over extensive geological timescales.

This method is also applicable to other minerals and a variety of
rock types, offering vital insights into the earliest periods of
Earth’s history and the formation of its continental crust.

Uranium-Lead (Challenges and Concerns)

[Assumption of Closed System]: Uranium-lead dating assumes a
closed system, where no lead isotopes have been gained or lost
since the mineral or rock formation. However, geological
processes like metamorphism or fluid movement can disturb the
system, leading to inaccurate age estimates.

[Initial Lead Isotopic Composition]: Determining the initial lead
isotopic composition accurately is crucial for uranium-lead
dating. However, uncertainties surrounding this composition
can introduce errors in age calculations.

[Variability in Decay Rates]: Assumption of constant decay rates
throughout geological history. External factors or unknown
processes influence decay rates, rendering the dating method
unreliable.

[Common Lead Contamination]: The presence of lead in the
sample prior to uranium-lead formation, known as common lead
contamination, complicates accurate age determination and
introduces errors in dating results.

[Age Estimates due to Lead Loss or Gain]: Lead loss or gain over
time distorts uranium-lead dating results, affecting the accuracy
of age calculations.
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[Inherited and Radiogenic Lead]: Some rocks and minerals may
contain ‘inherited’ lead isotopes, present before solidification.
Distinguishing between inherited and radiogenic lead can be
challenging and directly impact the accuracy of age estimates.

[Limited Precision in Measuring Ratios]: Precise measurement
of uranium and lead isotopes is essential for accurate dating.
However, limitations in technology and measurement
techniques introduce uncertainties into the dating process.

Like all radiometric dating methods, Uranium-lead dating comes
with its own set of limitations and inherent challenges. Key
among these is the assumption that the system remains closed,
meaning that neither uranium nor lead has been added or
removed from the sample since its formation.

Additionally, uncertainties in the initial isotopic composition of
lead, potential variability in decay rates, and contamination from
common lead can all skew dating results.

There are also significant challenges in distinguishing between
inherited lead (lead incorporated into the crystal at formation)
and radiogenic lead (lead formed by radioactive decay of
uranium).

Furthermore, achieving precise measurements is crucial, as even
small errors can lead to significant discrepancies in dating
outcomes. These factors must be carefully considered to
minimize inaccuracies and derive a reliable date for the material.

Thorium-Uranium

Developed in the mid-20th century, thorium dating is a
radiometric dating method used to estimate the age of materials
such as calcium carbonate deposits, including stalagmites,
stalactites, and corals.

This technique is based on the radioactive decay of thorium-230
into radium-226, which has a half-life of approximately 75,000
years.
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To determine the age of a sample, scientists attempt to measure
the ratio of thorium-230 to radium-226. Since thorium-230
accumulates in calcium carbonate formations at a known rate
from surrounding water or sediment, the concentration of
thorium-230 relative to radium-226 provides an estimate of the
time since the formation of the sample.

Thorium dating is particularly suited for dating older carbonate
accumulations that are beyond the range of radiocarbon dating
methods.

Thorium-Uranium (Challenges and Concerns)

[Assumption of Closed System]: Thorium dating assumes a
closed system, where no thorium or uranium isotopes have been
gained or lost since the material's formation. Geological
processes, such as leaching or recrystallization, can disrupt this
closed system, leading to inaccurate age estimates.

[Initial Isotopic Composition]: Uncertainties surrounding this
composition can introduce errors in age calculations, impacting
the accuracy of the results.

[Variability in Decay Rates]: Constant decay rates cannot be
known throughout geological history in thorium dating. Factors
such as environmental conditions or unknown processes
influence decay rates, compromising the reliability of age
estimates.

These factors highlight that thorium dating, while powerful, is
not infallible and its results are not guaranteed to be accurate.

Circular Reasoning

Radiometric dating often faces criticism for circular reasoning
in age determination. This issue arises primarily in two ways:

[Sample and Strata Correlation]: When submitting samples for
radiometric dating, scientists frequently provide context about
the geological strata from where the samples were extracted.
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Laboratories often use this context to calibrate dating results,
influenced by pre-existing ages assigned to these strata.

[Strata Dating Based on Sample]: Conversely, the age of
geological strata may be determined based on the radiometric
dating of samples within them. This can lead to a situation where
the derived age of a sample is used to date other materials in the
same strata, perpetuating a cycle.

Such practices can lead to a feedback loop where initial
assumptions about strata ages influence the dating of samples,
which in turn are used to confirm or adjust the ages of the strata,
compromising the method’s genuine objectivity.

In Summary

It is most important to recognize that the long decay rates
associated with some isotopes, spanning millions to billions of
years, do not necessarily reflect the actual age of the Earth.

Consider an analogy involving a slow-dripping faucet in a
kitchen sink. While the consistent drip rate can be used for
calculations, assuming it remains constant, it does not provide
comprehensive information about how long the sink has been
dripping.

The known rate of dripping does not indicate whether the sink
has been leaking for hours, days, or weeks. Determining the total
duration of the leak cannot solely rely on the current observed
drip rate, as external factors such as water temperature and
pressure fluctuations can alter this rate.

These variations directly challenge the assumption of a constant
drip rate and complicate an accurate estimation of the total
leakage time of the faucet.

Without continuous monitoring of these factors throughout the
duration of the leak, water temperature and pressure
fluctuations remain unknown variables that directly affect
measurements.

55



Open Minds Required!

In the next chapter, it is expected that many readers could be
tempted to close the book—almost immediately. We will be
venturing into arealm that will truly challenge our normal level
of openness to considering alternate realities and truths.

Before proceeding, it is crucial to approach the next chapter
with an open mind, as we pursue essential subjects that
ultimately lead to a more impactful conclusion.

The following chapter presents challenging concepts that will be
divisive and meet immediate resistance from those simply
unwilling to question such well-established beliefs. View it as a
preliminary exploration, a 'trial run' for the deeper discussions
that follow. It aims to challenge long-held beliefs we have
accepted as scientific facts since childhood.

Yet, upon closer examination, we might soon realize that the
subject matter, spanning across its entire history, blurs the lines
between ‘science’ and ‘science fiction.’
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Chapter 4: Dinosaurs

In this book, many hidden truths will be revealed, each
contributing to a clear endgame. As these revelations unfold, a
larger and more comprehensive picture will start to take shape. I
encourage you, the reader, to maintain an open mind as we
venture deeper into our exploration. Such openness is essential,
preparing you for the numerous revelations and assertions that
will emerge in the chapters to come.

Be mindful of the obscure, mystifying power operating from the
shadows—the 'all-seeing eye'—and its profound impact on our
world and fundamental beliefs. Recognizing the influence of this
powerful entity compels us to reevaluate our perceptions of the
universe, our origins, and life's history on Earth. We must
acknowledge that this malevolent presence has shaped our
understanding from the beginning and continues to affect us
today.

As we prepare to discuss the topic of dinosaurs, I am confident in
your ability to critically evaluate and reconsider what I consider
to be one of the most deceptive and misleading ‘accounts’ in
history—the official portrayal of 'prehistoric life' as represented
by dinosaurs.

Inventive Beginnings

We must first acknowledge that the vast majority of these
creatures are without question 'conceptual inventions' rather
than scientifically accurate depictions of Earth's inhabitants.

These highly skeptical representations are prevalent not only in
the captivating illustrations found in textbooks but also in what
can best be described as 'imaginative artwork' in museum
exhibits. These artfully crafted depictions of 'prehistoric'
lifeforms primarily serve to promote the evolutionary agenda
and reinforce the notion of a history extending back millions of
years, further supporting an allegedly ancient existence of Earth
as well.
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Paleontology

Defined by modern science, paleontology is the study of ancient
life through the examination of fossils. This field seeks to
reconstruct the history, evolution, and environments of extinct
organisms by analyzing their remains and traces.

As an interdisciplinary field, paleontology combines elements of
biology, geology, and chemistry, utilizing techniques such as
excavation, laboratory analysis, and comparative anatomy to
explore past life and ecosystems.

SiryRichardi®Owen

Sir Richard Owen was a prominent British biologist,
paleontologist, and comparative anatomist who lived from 1804
to 1892. He is best known for his contributions to paleontology,
including coining the term ‘dinosaur’ (meaning 'terrible lizard')
in 1842 to describe a distinct group of prehistoric reptiles.

The initial 'claim' of a dinosaur discovery was made by William
Buckland in the early 19th century near Oxford, England. His
most notable find consisted merely of a partial lower jaw with
teeth and assorted fragments of limb and vertebral bones.

Despite the lack of anything approaching a complete skeleton,
these sparse and highly incomplete remains were deemed
sufficient by Buckland to speculate about the existence of a
previously unrecognized giant reptilian creature. He quickly
described this creature as 'Megalosaurus'in 1824, marking one of
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the first purported identifications of what would later be
classified as a 'dinosaur.'

Itis crucial torecognize the extreme scarcity of skeletal remains
at the onset of the dinosaur fossil discovery era and the extent of
far-reaching conjecture involved in ‘reconstructing’ these
creatures from mere fragments into fully illustrated lifeforms.
This entire narrative, from the outset, was clearly built on
highly-speculative and conjectural imagination.

Despite the extreme scarcity of fossil finds, the era of dinosaur
discovery experienced rapid expansion, with newly described
species quickly added to the growing body of known species.

However, we must approach with skepticism the immediate
assertion that these fossil remains are millions of years old. We
have to consider that many of these discovered specimens might
actually belong to a far more recent era, or might not represent
new species at all, given the highly limited fossil evidence
supporting such claims.

The ‘Assumption Trap’

Many of us commonly assume that the detailed depictions and
illustrations of dinosaurs that we see in academic books and
museum exhibits are based on the discovery of complete skeletal
fossil remains—allowing for an accurate depiction in their
structure and anatomy.

In reality, the opposite is true. These depictions rely on highly
incomplete fossil remains—fueling the inherent skepticism that
continues to surround the dinosaur narrative from the start.

The lack of substantial academic documentation only further
fuels skepticism about these alleged findings. Initially, a flurry of
discoveries occurred within a short span, and the eagerness to
'construct' these creatures through vivid illustrations not only
raises questions but also strongly suggests an underlying
agenda.
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Incomplete Origins

Consider a scenario in which numerous large crocodiles and
their remnants, still found today in Oxfordshire, England,
display physical characteristics remarkably similar to those
attributed to Megalosaurus and various other supposed
dinosaurs, aligning closely with the description of 'giant lizards.'

We must recognize that fossil remains are typically discovered in
a disarticulated state, often highly incomplete and fragmented,
resembling merely a few scattered pieces of an extensive puzzle.
Could these findings actually represent an extinct genus within
the crocodile family, rather than entirely new and distinct
species?

Further investigation raises a compelling question: Could
disarticulated crocodile bones be rearranged into a skeletal
structure in any chosen posture, mimicking what is currently
recognized as a dinosaur when positioned strategically? This
possibility certainly exists, both historically and in present
times. These bones could even be manipulated into a bipedal
arrangement, further reinforcing the traditional depiction of
dinosaur anatomy and posture for many of those we commonly
recognize today.

Consider the typical crocodile skull shown below, which in many
ways bears a striking resemblance to those of many alleged
dinosaur species.

Now imagine this skull as fragmented and highly incomplete,
providing ample opportunity for 'constructing' any desired
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interpretation, which is then depicted in detailed illustrations as
a complete skull. We can further acknowledge that different
reconstructors inevitably yield different results, clearly
illustrating that these attempted reconstructions should not be
regarded as 'accurate’ to begin with.

This highlights that this particular field of paleontology has
historically relied heavily on sheer speculation, conjecture, and
imagination in its attempts to depict, illustrate, and bring these
ancient creatures to life.

Eric Dubay, an American writer, wrote:

"The existence of dinosaurs was first speculatively hypothesized by a
museum head, coincidentally in the mid-19th century during the
heyday of evolutionism, before a single dinosaur fossil had ever been
found.

The mainstream press and media worldwide got to work hyping
stories of these supposed long-lost animals, and then, lo and behold,
12 years later in 1854, Ferdinand Vandeveer Hayden, during his
exploration of the upper Missouri River, found proof of Owen's
theory. A few unidentified teeth he mailed to leading paleontologist
Joseph Leidy, who several years later declared them to be from an
ancient extinct Trachodon dinosaur, which, ironically, means 'rough
tooth.

Firstly, it should be needless to say that it is impossible to reconstruct
an entire hypothetical ancient animal based on a few teeth. But even
more importantly, it is dubious that a myriad of ancient reptile, bird,
and reptile-mammal transitional forms necessary for the blossoming
theory of evolution would be hypothesized and then conveniently
discovered by teams of evolutionists and archaeologists purposely
out looking to find such fossils.

And it is even more dubious that such fossils have supposedly existed
for millions of years but were never found by or known to any
civilization in the history of humanity until evolutionism's
renaissance in the mid-19th century.”
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A Clear Agenda

What motivation, other than a pre-existing agenda, could
prompt someone to identify a mere handful of fossils as
remnants of an ancient, extinct species and then attempt a
reconstruction from such scant remains? These fossils were
declared millions of years old—assertions made a century
before radiometric dating techniques were in development.
Instead, they relied on relative dating methods such as
'stratigraphy’ and the use of ‘index fossils.” These methods, often
criticized for their imprecision and susceptibility to circular
reasoning, faced inherent challenges in providing accurate
dating estimations, further perpetuating the conjectural
narrative surrounding dinosaurs.

Tyrannosaurus rex

As an example, we will examine the first illustration of the very
popular Tyrannosaurus rex, shown in the image below,
published shortly after its discovery in 1905.

Looking closer clearly demonstrates the significant conjecture
prevalent in the early days of dinosaur research. Initially,
scientists relied on highly limited evidence—only parts of the
skull, a few jaw fragments, several ribs, scattered vertebrae, and
assorted bone fragments.

Upon its first discovery, the Tyrannosaurus rex fossils
accounted for only an estimated 15% of its entire skeleton,
which were used to ‘reconstruct’ and ‘depict’ its form.
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From this scant evidence, reconstructing a complete depiction of
the animal and then declaring it a ‘new species’ required a degree
of faith and speculation bordering on the farcical.

Most notably, the absence of arms and legs among the
discovered fossils raises critical questions about the far-reaching
assumption that this creature was bipedal.

Interestingly, the minimal changes in the depiction of the
Tyrannosaurus rex from its original 1905 illustration up to
modern-day, despite numerous subsequent fossil discoveries,
challenge the likelihood that such speculative interpretations
could have been so accurate on the first attempt.

This scenario underscores the need for caution and critical
evaluation in paleontological ‘interpretations,’ especially when
based on such highly incomplete data. Given that the original
depictions were based solely on 'imaginative interpretations' of
so few fossils discovered, it is surprising how little they have
evolved into more accurate representations, despite the alleged
discovery of new fossils.

David Wozney, an American writer, wrote:

"Why were there no discoveries by Native Americans in all the years
previous when they roamed the American continents? There is no
belief in dinosaurs in the Native American religion or tradition. For
that matter, why were there no discoveries prior to the nineteenth
century in any part of the world?

According to the World Book Encyclopedia, 'Before the 1800s, no one
ever knew that dinosaurs ever existed. During the late 1800s and
early 1900s, large deposits of dinosaur remains were discovered in
western North America, Europe, Asia, and Africa. Dinosaur deposits
also lie in Belgium, Mongolia, Tanzania, West Germany, and many
other parts of the world.’

Why has man suddenly made all these discoveries? The land areas of
Belgium, Mongolia, Tanzania, Western Germany (and the Americas
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as well) were inhabited and very well explored for thousands of years,
and there were no discoveries until the nineteenth century. Why?"

Wayne Grady, an American Journalist, wrote:

"...the period following this, from around 1870 to 1880, became a
period in North America where some of the most underhanded
shenanigans in the history of science were conducted.

In what was known as 'The Great Dinosaur Rush' or '‘Bone Wars,'
Edward Drinker Cope of the Academy of Natural Sciences and Othniel
Marsh of the Peabody Museum of Natural History began a lifelong
rivalry and passion for 'dinosaur hunting.' They started out as
friends but became bitter enemies during a legendary feud involving
double-crossing, slander, bribery, theft, spying, and destruction of
bones by both parties.

Marsh is said to have discovered over 500 different ancient species,
including 80 dinosaurs, while Cope discovered 56. Out of the 136
dinosaur species supposedly discovered by the two men, however, only
32 are presently considered valid; the rest have all proven to be
falsifications and fabrications! None of them once claimed to find a
complete skeleton either, so all their work involved reconstructions. In
fact, to this day, no complete skeleton has ever been found, and so all
dinosaurs are reconstructions.

Discoveries and excavations most typically seem not to be made by
disinterested people, such as farmers, ranchers, hikers, outdoor
recreationists, building construction industry basement excavators,
pipeline trench diggers, and mining industry personnel, but rather by
people with vested interests, such as paleontologists, scientists,
university professors, and museum organization personnel who were
intentionally looking for dinosaur bones or who have studied
dinosaurs previously.

Do dinosaur 'professionals’, with vested interests, have some kind of
well-kept secret about knowing where to search, that dinosaur
'‘amateurs’, without vested interests, are unable to figure out?

64



The finds are often made during special dinosaur-bone hunting trips
and expeditions by these people to far-away regions already
inhabited and explored. This seems highly implausible. More
believable is the case of the discovery of the first original Dead Sea
scrolls in 1947, which were unintentionally discovered by a child,
and which were all published by 1955.

In some cases of discoveries of dinosaur bones by people, who do not
work in a job related to dinosaurs, it was suggested to them by some
dinosaur 'professional’ to look or digin a certain area.

Also very interesting to note are special areas set aside and
designated as dinosaur parks for which amateur dinosaur hunters
are required to first obtain a dinosaur hunting license.”

The previous quotes provide an insightful glimpse into the early
history of dinosaur hunting and offer a preview of what we can
anticipate in the future as new “discoveries” come to light.

While it would be entirely incorrect to deny the existence of
extinct species from our past, many of which have been well-
documented, it is essential to recognize the extremely unreliable
and imaginative nature of this particular field of paleontology
and its history.

Skepticism At Every Turn

A distinct pattern emerges, suggesting that dinosaur discoveries
predominantly occur within the realm of vested interests and
experts in paleontology.

This pattern is in stark contrast to the absence of such discoveries
before paleontology was recognized as a scientific discipline, and
the complete lack of dinosaur evidence in the historical records
of ancient civilizations.

Furthermore, even in modern times, the rate of new dinosaur
discoveries, whether by vested or non-vested parties, remains
notably rare, underscoring even more of this truly intriguing
pattern.
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In a critical observation, it is noteworthy that despite claims of
over 1,000 dinosaur species once inhabiting the Earth, a
significant majority of these discoveries occurred within a
relatively narrow timeframe. Intriguingly, this period coincided
with—or suspiciously aligned with—the era when the theory of
evolution was fast gaining popularity and acceptance.

Despite the momentous advancements in modern excavation
technology and during the most populated period in world
history, discoveries of dinosaur fossils have seemingly become
increasingly rare. Furthermore, when such fossils are found,
they are typically not discovered organically by neutral parties
such as construction crews or site builders, but rather by those
directly involved in paleontology.

Off Limits

Efforts to access and examine original dinosaur fossils, whether
from museum exhibits or custodians claiming to possess them,
are systematically denied, regardless of one’s affiliation with
scientific or paleontological fields.
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This field of paleontology remains closely guarded, with limited
participation, resembling more of an exclusive fraternity than
an open scientific pursuit.

Although I was once captivated by the allure of these creatures,
their fascinating illustrations, and the sheer concept of
prehistoric life, I have come to a stage where it hasbecome crucial
to question the plausibility and veracity of this entire account
from its beginning.

AsIsearched deeper intoits origins and uncovered a vast array of
discrediting factors, it became clear that many fraudulent cases
and highly speculative artistic interpretations have been
employed from the outset to advance this naturalistic,
evolution-based agenda.

The Fox Guarding the Henhouse

The absence of any third-party analysis and scrutiny
surrounding dinosaur remains highlights a stark reality where
vested interests exert complete control over and shape the
entire dinosaur narrative.

We must consider the possibility that the narrative surrounding
dinosaurs has been an elaborate deception from the start, one
that furthers the theory of evolution and the concept of ancient
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life forms, thereby suggesting a much older history and age for
the Earth. It becomes evident that there is a restrictive aspect to
this field of paleontology, exclusive to experts, where third-
party involvement, critique, and scrutiny are not permitted. This
firm exclusivity reveals that only a privileged few within the
field are credited with these 'discoveries,' pointing to a clear lack
of impartial findings from unaffiliated parties.

While these experts may claim their expertise directs them to
prime locations for such finds, it is important to consider the
ratio of paleontologists to the general working-class
populationin particular areas, where one might certainly expect
random dinosaur discoveries.

Consider the extensive amount of daily excavation activities
undertaken by builders and construction workers worldwide,
especially in regions purportedly rich in dinosaur fossils. We
find ourselves in the most populated era in world history,
equipped with an abundance of massive earth-moving
equipment that surpasses anything seen in prior history.

Basic calculations reveal a notably skewed ratio, conservatively
estimated at 1-in-10 million, between the number of
paleontologists and everyday workers who might incidentally
discover dinosaur remains. Is it statistically feasible for nearly
all discoveries to be made exclusively by this very small group
of professionals?

This stark contrast highlights that fossil discoveries are almost
always credited to paleontologists, who not only unearth these
relics but also assign their allegedly ‘ancient’ ages.

As well, it is these experts who classify the remains as dinosaurs
or as new species, almost always relying on highly scant
evidence—fueling continual doubts regarding the sufficiency of
data underpinning such categorical identifications.

While it is true that past species have become extinct and their
remains have been uncovered, we must acknowledge that the

68



initial history of dinosaur discovery, in particular, was entirely
conjectural concerning the alleged 'ancient' age and the
attempted 'reconstructions' of unearthed fossils.

It is also important to consider that no photographs of fossils or
remains from this initial period of rapid discovery are available;
we only have artistic interpretations, despite the availability of
photography at the time.

All illustrations and representations of these creatures
were entirely speculative, given that less than 15% of an
alleged dinosaur's remains were typically discovered.

Given these considerations, when reflecting on the formative
years of the dinosaur discovery era, it becomes imperative to
thoroughly scrutinize the credibility of the overall account.
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Chapter 5: The Antarctic Treaty

Let us recall the mysterious Antarctic Treaty that was rushed
together in 1959 signed by Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Chile,
France, Japan, New Zealand, Norway, South Africa, the Soviet
Union, the United Kingdom, and the United States.

Admiral l}ichard E. %yrd

This treaty came just after a series of pioneering
expeditions led by Admiral Richard E. Byrd, a highly
distinguished American naval officer and explorer.

Byrd led several expeditions to Antarctica, the most famous
being “Operation Highjump” (1946-1947) and “Operation Deep
Freeze” (1955-1956).

Operation Highjump (1946-1947) was one of the largest
expeditions to Antarctica. It involved:

[Personnel]: Over 4,700 personnel, including naval and army
staff, scientists, and support crew.

[Ships]: A fleet of over 13 ships, including an aircraft carrier (the
USS Philippine Sea), destroyers, cargo ships, and tankers.

[Aircraft]: Multiple aircraft for aerial survey and logistic support,
including seaplanes, helicopters, and fighter planes.

70



[Equipment]: A range of equipment for establishing bases,
scientific research, and survival in extreme conditions.

Hi'ghjump

The primary objectives of Operation Highjump were to establish
the Antarctic research base Little America IV, test cold weather
gear, train personnel, and extend the United States' sovereignty
over a practical area of the Antarctic continent.

Operation Deep Freeze (1955-1956) was the first of a series of
scientific expeditions to Antarctica and involved:

[Personnel]: Several hundred military personnel, including naval
support, along with civilian scientists from various disciplines.

[Ships]: A number of icebreakers, supply ships, and an aircraft
carrier for air operations.

[Aircraft]: Cargo aircraft and helicopters for transporting
personnel and supplies, and for conducting aerial surveys.

[Equipment]: Scientific instruments for glaciological,
oceanographic, meteorological, and geological research, as well
as construction materials for building research stations.
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The goal of Operation Deep Freeze was to prepare for the
International Geophysical Year (1957-1958) by constructing
permanent research stations, including McMurdo Station on
Ross Island and the Amundsen-Scott South Pole Station.

Byrd, soon following Operation Deep Freeze, passed away
in his sleep from an alleged heart condition at the age of 68.

Subsequently, a so-called ‘secret diary’ attributed to him surfaced,
which contained dubious claims about an advanced alien
civilization discovered in Antarctica through an entrance into a
hollow part of Earth.

R\RSECRETLOST DIARY OF
RICHIARD E 2Y2D .

e
With Tim R. Swartz, Commander X
and Williom Reed

This diary, widely lacking any authenticity, would clearly
appear to taint Byrd's reputation by painting him as delusional
and his Antarctic accounts as mere fiction. Some argue that this
early defamation was a preemptive strike to tarnish his
credibility in the event that further revelations from Antarctica
emerged which could attract unwanted attention to additional
findings that were made.

We must remember that the discoveries in Antarctica were so
profound that they prompted an international agreement to
restrict unauthorized exploration, suggesting momentous
findings beyond the continent’s well-documented natural
resources.
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Dominic and Operation Fishbowl

In 1962, a sequence of high-altitude nuclear detonations known
as “Operation Fishbowl” were carried out by the United States,
under a broader umbrella of tests titled “Dominic.”

This operation occurred during a period when both the United
States and the Soviet Union were allegedly conducting nuclear
experiments in various settings to assess the impacts of these
weapons and improve their design and deployment.

These detonations occurred not on the ground but at high
altitudes, further indicating that they were targeted directly
at the enigmatic boundary central to our investigation.
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Most intriguing are the particular names chosen: "Operation
Fishbowl" and "Dominic,” which is derived from the Latin
"Dominicus," meaning "Belonging to The Lord."

One might interpret these conjoined names as:
“Fishbowl belonging to The Lord”

As we progress in our exploration and consider the significance
of these operation names, we might soon consider a deeper
understanding of Earth's authentic form and the discoveries in
Antarctica which swiftly led to the complete restriction of
access to the entire continent, reserving entry exclusively for
government-only “scientific research and objectives.”

I maintain that the paramount discoveries in Antarctica provide
compelling evidence that our existence is the result of an
intelligent and creative force. These findings not only challenge
the foundational principles of evolutionary and Big Bang
theories, but also reveal that our world is confined within
defined and impassable boundaries.

I also contend that Operation Fishbowl and Dominic—curiously
named 'Fishbowl Belonging to The Lord'—were not merely
nuclear tests, but powerful efforts to probe and examine the
mysterious boundary encompassing our Earth.

The urgent need to conceal this boundary prompted the creation
of a counter-narrative, which portrays the cosmos as an
expansive and limitless frontier. NASA crafted this elaborate
counter-narrative to diminish the potential impact of significant
discoveries in Antarctica, which, if revealed, would clearly
demonstrate our existence within a contained and
purposefully created world. In doing so, they aimed to dispel any
possible notion of an enclosed system, instead promoting the
concept of infinite space extending in all directions as the
officially propagated narrative. Should such revelations ever
come to light, they would quickly capture worldwide attention
and trigger an unprecedented level of social upheaval, directly
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affecting religious, scientific, philosophical, educational,
theoretical, and political realms.

This might sound like a teaser for the latest science fiction
blockbuster, but I urge you, to venture forward as we look far
deeper into this deceptive and nefarious narrative that surpasses
even Hollywood's wildest imaginings, as unlikely as that might
seem at current.

These assertions will be substantiated through an array of
documented events and clear instances of fraud that anyone can
verify for themselves—evidencing that the cosmological
narrative we have been taught since children is a carefully
orchestrated cover-up, more entrenched and protected today
than ever before.

Brace yourself for an exposé replete with fraud and
deception that is as compelling as it is unsettling.

We now have extensive historical hindsight up to the present day,
allowing us to apply a more discerning eye than was possible at
the outset of this elaborate psychological operation that began in
the 1960s.
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Our objective is to critically reevaluate and ultimately
dismantle the entire foundational credibility of NASA

and their counterpart space agencies worldwide.

We will confront unsettling truths that not only illuminate these
profound revelations, but also bring them full circle, enabling us
to fully expose this elaborate modern-day PSYOP.
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Chapter 6: NASA "Cosmological Monopolists"

The following chapters will likely be the most conceptually
challenging for readers. Those who are passionate about this
organization and firmly believe in the widely accepted narratives
of 'outer space' and cosmology presented by NASA may find the
ideas here particularly difficult to reconcile, or even outright
reject.

Letting go of long-held beliefs is a significant challenge for fans
of space exploration and beloved movie franchises like Star Wars
and Star Trek, especially upon discovering that the entire
concept of 'outer space' is an elaborate, modern-day facade.

I anticipate that the seemingly impossible assertions soon to
be presented, will be a bridge too far for most to venture.

Although we will decisively expose and document the extent of
deceit, fraud, manipulation, and duplicity orchestrated by this
organization and its collaborating space agencies, many readers
may still find it too challenging to even consider.

We will evidence that NASA stands at the forefront of
perpetuating the most diabolical deception in history.

This elaborate deception has far-reaching consequences and
implications, entangling us in false cosmologies, promises of
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future technologies, erroneous models of our Earth’s true
structure, and the alluring prospect of further ‘space exploration’
that continues to captivate many today.

Given that taxpayers provide $72 million each day to this
enigmatic federal agency, we might naturally begin to wonder:

What has NASA really brought us?

Have you ever stopped to think about that?

The gravity of the situation will deepen further when we realize
we are channeling our tax payer resources into an organization
perpetrating a deception of staggering proportions from its
inception up to present. We inadvertently fund it, while being
coaxed into wholeheartedly endorsing what is portrayed as a
valiant exploration into the unknown.

Since its inception, NASA has effectively dominated the entire
narrative surrounding cosmology and our understanding of
Earth and its structure. With ever-advancing technology, the
agency has continued to further refine its methods to deceptively
seduce the world at large.

If there are any governmental bodies today that should be
thoroughly investigated, audited, and held accountable for
'‘crimes against humanity,' it must certainly be NASA and its
international counterpart “space agencies” and affiliates.
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The upcoming revelations of fraud and deception will be difficult
for most to acknowledge and come to terms with, yet
overcoming these obstacles is essential to navigating further
through this deceitful maze to reach new levels of truth and
enlightenment. This self-protecting conspiracy has captivated
the worldwide population from inception up to present day.

Awakening from this elaborate modern-day deception
will be one of the most challenging endeavors imaginable for
many readers when faced with the following revelations.

This exploration will be difficult to accept—diverging entirely
fromthe established account of our universe that we “believe” we
currently understand today.

The images below express what I soon anticipate
from most readers who continue ahead when initially
presented with these uncomfortable assertions.

I offer my deepest apologies to those who staunchly support
NASA and believe in its declared mission of advancing ‘space
exploration.” This extends to the established modern-day
narratives of cosmology and a completely false structure of our
Earth, which we have come to accept through NASA and
collaborating space agencies worldwide.

The information that follows will sharply challenge
the core beliefs you have long held since childhood.
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Ancient Cosmology

It was only in the modern era, following the advent of NASA and
the commencement of space exploration through rocketry, that
the ‘heliocentric’ model of our solar system was universally
acknowledged as a scientific truth. This acceptance effectively
dominated the timeless contention of the ‘geocentric’ model,
which had been the prevailing view across a diverse range of
ancient societies, including the Sumerians, Egyptians,
Babylonians, Hebrews, Greeks, Indians, Chinese, Mayans, Celts,
Polynesians, Aztecs, Inca, scholars of the Islamic Golden Age, and
Medieval Europeans.

The Geocentric Model

The geocentric model is an astronomical concept that positions
the Earth at the center of the universe. According to this model,
all celestial bodies—including the Sun, Moon, planets, and stars—
revolve around and over the Earth.

The geocentric view asserts that the Earth is a fixed, immobile
point in the universe and that the apparent daily movement of
the sky and celestial bodies is due to the rotation of the heavens
around the Earth, rather than the Earth's rotation around its
axis as posited in the heliocentric model of today.

The Heliocentric Model

The heliocentric model, an astronomical theory developed in the
16th century by Nicolaus Copernicus, positions the Sun as the
center of the solar system with Earth orbiting around it.

This theory was further popularized by astronomers like
Johannes Kepler and Galileo Galilei. It provided explanations for
phenomena such as the apparent retrograde motion of planets
and their varying brightness and speed in the night sky.

This shift to a Sun-centered model marked a significant
transformation in scientific thought and laid the groundwork for
modern astronomy as it is taught today.
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Abandoning the heliocentric model is essential to escaping
the maze of misconceptions that have been deeply ingrained
into our foundational educational from the beginning.

Let us reflect again on the urgent push to indoctrinate the world
with heliocentricity as the definitive truth—aimed at
overshadowing any revelations that might leak over time from
the discoveries in Antarctica. Had they been disclosed as
discovered, these findings would have swiftly ended any
contention between the geocentric model and the widely
accepted heliocentric model of today.

The motive to obscure discoveries in Antarctica contributed to
the creation of NASA and the subsequent emphasis on space
exploration. This push was primarily aimed at reinforcing belief
in the heliocentric model and the concept of an infinite cosmos,
thereby supporting the Big Bang theory and the idea of an ever-
expanding universe. This initiative has significantly
diminished the geocentric view of our universe, which is
regarded as ‘outdated’ and ‘archaic’ by most today.

The greatest deception of our time has been the conjuring of
infinite space, said to extend indefinitely all around us, and a
model of cosmology that starkly differs from our true reality.

This false modern-day cosmology serves to obscure the evidence
of an originating event, central to our existence and
fundamental in shaping a true understanding of our world.

Orbital Definitions

NASA has officially segmented the heavens with the following
definitions: Low Earth Orbit (LEO) purportedly ranges from 100
to 1,200 miles up, Medium Earth Orbit (MEO) is said to lie
between 1,200 and 22,236 miles, and High Earth Orbit (HEO)
allegedly begins at 22,236 miles.

We will prove these alleged altitudes entirely exaggerated
and reveal the true boundaries of our enclosed world.
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The establishment of NASA could be seen as the cornerstone of a
false narrative, a saga in which rockets serve as mere props on a
stage—appearing to explore an infinite expanse that, upon closer
look, reveals itself to be an expertly designed backdrop.

Discovering that our world is a tightly enclosed system,
indicative of deliberate creation, would send shockwaves
through our collective understanding across the world.

The concept of 'outer space,’ popularized since the mid-20th
century, should be seen as a carefully crafted story—a fictional
construct designed to shape a false and deceptive cosmology. In
this narrative, NASA and its international counterparts serve as
the guardians and stewards of space exploration fantasy,
meticulously cultivating a deceptive narrative and agenda.

Their purported framework, widely accepted and rarely
questioned, has become the dominant narrative, effectively
overshadowing any alternative interpretations that offer a vastly
different view of Earth and cosmology.

“Outer Space”

As again defined by NASA, ‘outer space’ refers to the vast expanse
of the universe that lies beyond Earth's atmosphere and extends
past LEO, MEO and HEO. It is a far distant region characterized by
a vacuum, very little matter, and negligible gravitational
attractions. The term implies a 'deep space' characteristic of the
cosmic void—far removed from Earth.

We will scrutinize the domain of outer space, which space
agencies claim to have explored and continue to investigate—an
expanse claimed to have no known boundaries, reinforcing the
existence of infinite space extending in all directions around us.

We must critically examine and reject the many layers of
misinformation that have justified allocating such an immense
taxpayer budget to NASA. We have been led to believe that this
funding is advancing the cause of ‘space exploration.’
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We should thoroughly investigate whether NASA represents a
practical use of taxpayer dollars, or if it amounts to an excessive
and opaque expenditure with unclear returns, and quite
evidently founded on fraud from its inception.

Low Earth Orbit is the Limit

We must recognize that no space agency has ever traveled
beyond LEO, nor have they ever achieved farcical landings on the
Moon or the planet Mars, contrary to the multitude of fake images
and videos provided to mislead the world. Once thoroughly
examined, these very pieces of visual media clearly reveal their
deceptive clues within themselves—media fakery that is
apparent even to the less-discerning eyes of children. The
seemingly endless array of retractions, contradictions, and
inconsistencies involving NASA will quickly become apparent.

A comprehensive examination of NASA's core
credibility is crucial as it clearly reveals the agency’s
expertise in crafting illusions and deceptions.

This is all part of an effort to promote a completely fictitious
cosmology and, even more alarmingly, to obscure the true
structure of the Earth.

Our journey will lead to the troubling acceptance
of harsh new realities and truths, provided we can
endure the unsettling information that follows.

We can either reject the notion of a deception so vast it defies
imagination or any glimpse of plausibility, or we can
courageously recognize the disconcerting revelation of the
countless illusions and fraud that have entangled us in our
misled view of Earth and cosmology.

Inevitable Challenges

I fully understand how challenging it is to step outside of one's
comfort zone, as I have personally navigated the difficult
journey to see beyond this grand deception, requiring many
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months to reconcile and accept the staggering PSYOP we have
been enmeshed in from birth.

In pursuit of truth, we will embark on an enlightening journey to
uncover the deceptions that have long ensnared us. This path
reveals a startlingly different yet far more accurate view of Earth
and cosmology—one shaped by divine intelligence.

84



Chapter 7: Are We There Yet?

As we reach a critical point in our exploration of truth, many
readers may feel restless anticipation, similar to a child
incessantly asking, 'Are we there yet?' during a long car ride.

In previous chapters, we have reviewed modern-day scientific
principles that claim to substantiate the idea of an Earth and
universe billions of years old, and evolution as the sole force
behind today's complex lifeforms.

We will now examine the extensive fabrications and deceptions
promoted by NASA and other space agencies that have
constructed a completely fictitious narrative and framework of
cosmology and the Earth.

It is entirely natural for some readers to experience conflict,
struggling to reconcile these new revelations with their long-
held beliefs. Our journey is designed to methodically peel back
multiple layers of false truths. This process can be as unsettling
as a child gradually realizing there is no '‘pot of gold' at the end of
the rainbow, compounded by the revelation that something
entirely different lies beneath. We will avoid overwhelming our
discussions with exhaustive evidence for every claim.

Our approach is to highlight a series of disputed events,
presenting a clear and succinct case for due skepticism.

I aim to facilitate an engaging and manageable exploration,
carefully avoiding 'information overload' to promote sustained
participation. We will examine a range of highly contentious
issues, while remaining mindful of our natural inclination to
defend long-held beliefs and resist conflicting information.

The quick dismissal of challenging ideas significantly hinders
our understanding, especially when confronting the possibility
of a grand deception that reshapes our perceived reality. As we
move forward, our ability to consider difficult ideas and new
realities will certainly be tested in our pursuit of truth.
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It is this rash dismissal of conflicting ideas that shields these
deceptions from scrutiny—self-protecting them.

The First Moon Landing

The first Moon landing event occurred on July 20, 1969, when
NASA's Apollo 11 mission allegedly landed astronauts Neil
Armstrong and Buzz Aldrin on the lunar surface, while Michael
Collins orbited above in the command module. The “official
story” states that Neil Armstrong became the first human to step
onto the Moon, followed by Buzz Aldrin.
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Setting the Stage

Let us first explore the significant events and key figures that
contributed to the inaugural Moon landing and subsequent
developments. We will then address many concerns regarding
the authenticity of this historical event. This will sharpen our
discernment and help expose this elaborate PSYOP that, as of the
writing of this book, diverts into itself an astonishing: $72
million per day in taxpayer funding.

Skepticism From the Start

Soon after their historic mission, all three astronauts of Apollo
11 resigned. The image from their first television press
conference below captures their somber expressions and reflects
the overall atmosphere of this mysterious interview.

the very dismal press conference

A stark contrast to the jubilation one would surely expect
based on one of mankind’s greatest achievements in history.

The astronauts' reluctant replies and uneasy behavior, coupled
with an atmosphere that many perceive as incredulous, render
the interview quite a mystery—resembling a calamity rather
than a celebration of three men brimming with pride and
enthusiasm.
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James Webb, NASA's top official, unexpectedly resigned
just days before the first Apollo 11 mission launched.

This departure was unexplained and came at a time when he was
on the verge of witnessing what would have been the pinnacle of
his professional career.

NASA Meets with Space Movie Producer?

An interesting photograph from 1965 shows NASA's George
Mueller (right) visiting the MGM studio where film producer
Stanley Kubrick (second from right) was preparing to shoot the
famous space movie '2001: A Space Odyssey.'

Also visible in the photograph are Arthur C. Clarke (middle), a
British science fiction writer, and Professor Teofilo Tabanera of
the Argentine Space Concession, following behind. Many find
this photograph to further assert a studio-based Moon landing.

preparmg for a productlon
studio moon landmg? o

[ 1

Lost Tapes? Shortage of Tapes?

All original Apollo 11 slow-scan television (SSTV) tapes, which
allegedly contained the raw footage and telemetry data of the
1969 Moon landing, remain entirely lost to this day. Even more
suspicious, NASA later erased and recorded over other key tapes
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that allegedly held the original high-quality video recordings of
the moonwalk, citing a supposed ‘shortage of magnetic tapes’
during the 1970s and 1980s.

With its substantial resources and government backing,
how could NASA face difficulties in procuring magnetic tapes
to safeguard the epic footage of their first lunar voyage?

The loss of such critical historical material is all the more
perplexing. Surely, public or private entities could have even
donated magnetic tapes to preserve this historic achievement?

Sunlight or Stage Lighting?

Many publicly available photos, allegedly taken from
the lunar surface, intentionally obscure the true source
of light, rendering it completely 'blocked out' from view.

This consistent pattern, where a strong light source is present in
almost all similar photographs, clearly obscuresthe true origin of
the illumination, whether it is truly the Sun or artificial stage
lighting.

This deliberate obfuscation fuels further speculation
about the actual source of light in these photographs.
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Glowing In the Dark?

We also find instances where an astronaut's suit is brightly lit,
even though it is on the side opposite from the Sun and
completely shadowed by the lunar module.

fully illuminated while Pii'qlly shadowed

oW

This discrepancy raises questions about how the rear side of the
lunar lander and the astronaut can appear fully illuminated
while also being fully engulfed in the lander's shadow, given
that the Sun is the only light source that should be on the Moon.

Multiple Shadow Angles?
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Another obvious example of the presence of multiple light
sources in these photographs is evidenced by the extreme
difference in shadow directions. The significantly divergent
shadow directions cannot be simply attributed to an optical
illusion of perspective—as many NASA supporters posit—
especially to the degree of divergence we see.

No Blast Crater or Debris?

Another highly scrutinized aspect of the 1969 lunar module's
descent onto the Moon's surface is the complete absence of a
blast crater or any disturbance beneath its landing site.

The thruster of the module was said to produce 10,000 pounds
of thrust—while again, no imprint, scorching or any remnant
whatsoever of this unimaginable heat and thrust was left under
the lunar module—not even dust or debris on the landing pads.
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1972 Apollo 17: Smoke Break?

Did the camera operator flick their cigarette onto the studio
production set and then take a picture of it immediately after?

www.nasa.gov/wp-content/uploads/static/history/alsj/a17/AS17-143-21939HR.jpg

www.nasa.gov/wp-content/uploads/static/history/alsj/a17/AS17-143-21940HR.jpg

[Question to AI]: Is it possible to light or smoke a cigarette on the
surface of the Moon?

[AI]: Due to the lack of oxygen, the vacuum environment,
extreme temperatures, and the constraints of wearing a
spacesuit, it is not feasible to light or smoke a cigar or cigarette on
the surface of the Moon. Producing smoke on the Moon would be
extremely challenging due to these conditions.
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Rain, Rain, Go Away!

Further evidence that the 1972 Moon landing was an elaborate
hoax, aswell asthe 1969 Moon landing, is found in an image that
captures raindrops, each forming streaks of identical length due
to the camera's shutter speed and descending at identical angles.
This was one of NASA’s last photographs taken from the Moon.

brightness adjusted for clarity

T&a

Was the studio production "rained out," so to speak?
www.nasa.gov/wp-content/uploads/static/history/alsj/a17/A817-143-21941HR.jpg
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We Could Go On...

As many are aware, an endless multitude of collective evidence
could be presented to challenge the authenticity of the Moon
landings, yet such an in-depth analysis lies beyond the scope of
our overall goal. The Moon landing controversy alone would span
numerous volumes given the extensive information available
and all of the skeptical hindsight we have accumulated up to
modern day.

Fake Images of Earth

A leaked videotape from the Apollo 11 mission shows the three
astronauts using the command module's circular window to
fabricate false images of a spherical Earth. They alsoused asheet
of paper to create the illusion of a ‘terminator line,’ which marks
the division between night and day. By darkening the cabin
lights, the exterior walls of the window mimicked the blackness
of space, thus producing the illusion of a spherical Earth
captured from a distance. The astronauts captured only a small
portion of the Earth through the circular window, where clouds
mingled with land—producing these misleading images.

circlular window
(used for cropping)

Recordings of their communications with Mission Control
discuss: ‘refining the realism of images in post-production...’
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Most important, the command module's circular window was
deliberately used to crop more of the Earth's surface from view.

These deceptively cropped images imply that more of the
Earth was not captured outside of the circular window.

Consider the implications here: we have been taught that Earth
is spherical, but a complete, unobstructed image of Earth was
never captured from the command module. Instead, what we see
is only a partial view of Earth, framed by thecommand module's
circular window and artificially enhanced with a simulated
terminator line to increase realism.

Many public images that purport to show the Earth from the
Moon's surface have been exposed as fallacious composites
created by superimposing falsely produced photographs of a
spherical Earth onto separate photographs of a lunar surface.

What lies outside of this cropped Earth image...

...knowing that this image was created by capturing
only a portion of the Earth’s surface through
the command module's circular window?

In the upcoming chapters, we will look closer at the selective
framing used in these photographs, which reveal less of the
Earth’s surface. We will explore why certain regions have been
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intentionally omitted from these images and kept out of public
awareness. This investigation will guide us back to Antarctica,
uncovering what was hidden from view through the circular
window of the command module. This will provide the final
pieces needed to understand the true shape, structure, and
composition of the Earth.

Photoshop and “Blue Marble 2.0”

The credibility of NASA imagery is further called into question by
an interview with NASA's senior program analyst who was
responsible for creating "Blue Marble 2.0."

Robert Simmon states that complete photographs of Earth do
not exist; what we see are digitally-crafted ‘composites.” He
further adds:

“It is Photoshopped, but it has to be...”

Images of Earth are constructed using datasets—multiple strips
of satellite images pieced together to produce what appears to be
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a realistic ‘depiction’ of Earth. This further solidifies doubts
about the authenticity of photographic evidence from the Apollo
11 mission.

How can we place any real trust in these images or any
others when NASA's own senior program analyst admits
that there are no complete photographs of the Earth?

Moon Rock in Museum Is Just Petrified Wood
The Telegraph, August, 29 2009

“Curators at Amsterdam's Rijksmuseum, where the rock has attracted
tens of thousands of visitors each year, discovered that the "lunar
rock”, valued at £308,000, was in fact petrified wood.

The rock was given to Willem Drees, a former Dutch leader, during a
global tour by Neil Armstrong, Michael Collins and Edwin "Buzz"
Aldrin following their Moon mission 50 years ago.

NASA gave Moon rocks to more than 100 countries following lunar
missionsin 1969 and the 1970s.

The United States Embassy in The Hague is carrying out an
investigation into the affair.”

IMoontrockifoundifake)
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Ocean Bound Rockets?

Are you aware that every NASA rocket launch in history follows
an arcing trajectory, curving back down toward the vast expanse
of the ocean, rather than actually ascending into space?

- e

all rockets curve back doWn to the ocean

To date, no space agency has ever presented video
evidence of a rocket ascending in a continued vertical
trajectory beyond low Earth orbit—into ‘deep space.’

This absence of footage is attributed to our new understanding
that a direct upward course would expose the boundary of our
contained world upon contact. This continued practice should
now begin to reveal that NASA and other space agencies only
create the appearance of rockets heading into space. In reality,
their trajectories always curve downward soon after launch,
eventually returning to Earth—consistently over the open ocean,
as observed in every rocket launch in history.

The only exception to this were therockets involved in ‘Operation
Fishbow!’ mentioned earlier, which were part of an effort to
investigate the limits of the Earth's upper bounds through a
series of nuclear detonations impacting against it.
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This consistent practice prevents extended observation of the
rocket's true trajectory, leaving unresolved whether the rocket is
actually heading into outer space or merely arcing toward a
predetermined splashdown in the ocean, thereby perpetuating a
deceptive portrayal of an authentic space launch.

This notable omission is difficult to rationalize, especially
considering that since 1969, not a single space agency has
documented such an event. Video recordings of launches always
terminate shortly after liftoff, just as the rocket begins its
predictable downward trajectory toward the ocean.

We might begin to realize that the only thing
ever sent to space has been our imagination.

Throughout the history of space exploration, the release of an
uninterrupted video capturing a rocket's complete ascent into
space could have decisively demonstrated that no physical
barrier hinders access to space. Such evidence would have
dispelled any notion that rockets are merely returning to
restricted ocean areas as part of a deceptive act.

This oversight is as hard to believe as an architect designing a
skyscraper without including elevators—a fundamental
element inexplicably absent from the records of space
exploration and rocket launch history.
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What About Amateur Rockets?

The behavior of amateur rockets as they ascend to higher
altitudes is both remarkable and significant to our discussion—
particularly as they demonstrate clear interactions with this
upper boundary in question. Unlike rockets launched by NASA
and other space agencies, which always follow a deliberate arcing
trajectory back toward the Earth, amateur rockets ascend
directly upward.

2014 'GoFast’ Rocket

In 2014, Go Fast Sports launched a rocket that broke world
records for altitude and speed. Intriguingly, the rocket abruptly
halted at 73.1 miles in altitude, as if caught in 'quicksand,'
without any explosion or visible damage. This sudden stop
clearly revealed an interaction with an unseen boundary.
Surprisingly, the rocket was neither destroyed nor visibly
damaged, and successfully reached an orbital phase.

2017 SpaceX ‘Falcon 9’ Rocket

In 2017, SpaceX’s Falcon 9 rocket grazed along a mysterious
upper layer, creating an effect similar to gliding on a liquid
surface, complete with visible ripples and waves. The following
images document the event, displaying a trail that resembles
rippling water streaming behind the rocket. This visual
phenomenon manifests upon contact with the mysterious
boundary, showing no prior signs of this effect before impact.
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SpaceX Falcon 9 Rocket

SpaceX Falcon 9 rocket in Bakersfield

the trail behind glows very light blue in the nigl&sky

SpaceX Falcon 9 rocket in Bakersfield

the developing ‘wake’ behind the
rocket begins to ripple like water




We Lost the Technology?

technology to d
.. {4 N

NASA astronaut, Don Petit, in 2016 stated: "I'd go to the Moon in

a nanosecond. The problem is we don't have the technology to do that

anymore. We used to, but we destroyed that technology and it's a

painful process to build it back again."

How can we reasonably accept that, more than 50 years after the
last Moon landings in 1972, the technology from a far less
advanced era is now beyond recovery?

More Fake NASA Earth Images

Official NASA Earth images spanning from 1972 to 2015.
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These images display several noticeable inconsistencies,
including variations in the sizes of continents. When viewed at
higher resolution from NASA's image archive, they strikingly
resemble cartoons.

Hairspray?

In countless video interviews allegedly from the International
Space Station (ISS), female astronauts are clearly seen to have
their hair rigidly ‘set,” presumably by hairspray, as it 'springs
back’ to its original position with each movement of their head.

This lack of natural, free flowing movement stands in contrast to
what one would anticipate in an authentic zero-gravity setting.

Despite several rigorous head movements, the astronauts' hair
snaps back to its original position from the start of the
interview, as if it were on springs, instead of drifting freely as one
would surely anticipate in the zero-gravity environment of space.
Why would there be a need to orchestrate such an effect when
untethered, free-floating hair would naturally occur in a low-
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gravity setting? If stray hair were a practical concern, simple
solutions such as wearing a NASA-branded hat or tying the hair
back in a bun or ponytail would suffice and still allow the hair to
move freely. Instead, NASA constructs the illusion of a
weightless environment in a way that is so unconvincing, even a
child would question its authenticity.

Air Bubbles in Space?

Numerous instances have been documented in publicly available
videos where air bubbles emerge from astronauts' suits during
alleged 'spacewalks' on the ISS. Additionally, reflections in
astronauts' visors reveal a scuba diver, complete with an oxygen
tank, operating a video camera.

spacewals are; ﬁlmed und’e
Nl ath '
On July 16, 2013, an astronaut's helmet filled up with water
during an alleged spacewalk, involving Italian astronaut Luca
Parmitano. This clearly reveals that spacewalks are not from
space, but quite evidently from NASA's 'Neutral Buoyancy
Laboratory' in Houston, Texas. This massive underwater training

facility in the image above, housing an ISS replica, is designed to
simulate the zero-gravity environment of space.
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Video Layers and Glitches

Many public NASA videos display unmistakable anomalies. The
top image below appears to show a genuine video interview from
the ISS. However, a subsequent extended video glitch in the
bottom image clearly exposes the use of a separate video layer
onto which the astronauts have been superimposed onto a
separate ISS video layer background.

video:layer. glltch showmg only the
,astronaut layer;has;been affected»
‘ A




Harnesses in Space?

4

astronautjcaughtigliding ontharness
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Many public ISS video interviews clearly show outlines and
impressions of harness wires on astronauts' clothing,
particularly during stunts such as rolls or flips, clearly indicating
their use for artificial support.

In other videos, harnesses are left visible, assuming a failure of
video editing techniques intended to conceal them. While our
low-resolution images may not clearly reveal these details, many
online videos make the deception unmistakably evident.
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India Lands on The Moon
CNN, August, 23 2023

[

(CNN) - "After completing a historic landing on the lunar surface,
putting India in the tiny club of countries that have safely placed a
spacecraft on the moon, the Chandrayaan-3 lander is now asleep —
resting through the 14-day lunar night before mission controllers
attempt to reawaken the spacecraft later this month.

The primary goals of the mission have now been successfully checked
off the list, cementing the Chandrayaan-3 lander’s legacy in
exploration history. For nearly two weeks, the lander carried out
technology demonstrations and data collection mainly focused on
analyzing the composition of the moon’s soil and super-thin
atmosphere.

The Chandrayaan-3 spacecraft landed on the lunar surface on
August 23. The safe touchdown made India only the fourth nation in
the world to complete such a feat, following the former Soviet Union,
the United States and China. So far in the 21st Century, only China
and India have landed on the moon.

It marked the first mission to explore so close to the lunar south pole,
a region of key scientific and strategic importance for global space
powers because it is believed to be home to deposits of water ice.”
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As expected, the public only sees the initial launch footage from
this significant lunar mission; live coverage was immediately
discontinued moments thereafter. This again demonstrates
that, to this day, there is no continuous video documentation
available of any journey to the Moon—even in our most modern
technological era in history.

Incredible video footage that would have captivated
audiences worldwide remains, mysteriously, unreleased.

Subsequently, the only photographic or video representations of
the lunar lander and command module, released later to the
public and not live, were poorly produced computer-generated
images of merely cartoon quality at best.

Accompanying these were low-resolution and dubious short
video clips showing the module hovering over the Moon,
characterized by unsteady and very poor frame rates.

The following “official images” are from the Chandrayaan-3
mission that purport to evidence this voyage to the Moon that
once again, a child can quickly discern as entirely fallacious—
remarkable given that this is all that is provided to us during an
era of unparalleled technology.

As well, what camera tracked, followed, and filmed
the spacecraft to capture these images—dare we ask?
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China Makes Historic Landing on Far Side of the Moon
Scientific American, Delhi, January, 3 2019

(Scientific American) - “China's robotic Chang'e 4 mission touched
down on the floor of the 115-mile-wide Von Karman Crater
Wednesday night (January 2nd), pulling off the first-ever soft
landing on the mysterious lunar far side.

Chang'e 4 will perform a variety of science work over the coming
months, potentially helping scientists better understand the
structure, formation and evolution of Earth's natural satellite. The
symbolic pull of the mission will resonate more with the masses: The
list of unexplored locales in our solar system just got shorter.”

"The pictures were transmitted by a relay satellite to a control centre in Beijing..." -Tech Digest, 2019
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China’s Chang’e-6 Probe Lands on Far Side of the Moon
Scientific American, Delhi, June, 1 2024

(Hong Kong CNN) - “China’s Chang’e-6 lunar lander successfully
touched down on the far side of the moon Sunday morning Beijing
time, in a significant step for the ambitious mission that could
advance the country’s aspirations of putting astronauts on the moon.

The Chang’e-6 probe landed in the South Pole-Aitken Basin, where it
will begin to collect samples from the lunar surface, the China
National Space Administration announced. China’s most complex
robotic lunar endeavor to date, the uncrewed mission aims to return
samples to Earth from the moon’s far side for the first time.

The landingmarks the second time a mission has successfully reached
the far side of the moon. China first completed that historic feat in
2019 with its Chang’e-4 probe.”

For both of these missions, the public was only shown the
launch, with no subsequent video footage of the journey to the
Moon or images of Earth during the ascent into space. Given
China's status as a 'technology powerhouse, the absence of
visual documentation and coverage from these missions is
confounding.
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The only visuals provided were generic scenes from a mission
control room filled with applause. All available images and
videos, including those purporting to show the lunar lander on
the Moon, are of such poor computer-generated quality that
even the least discerning eye can quickly recognize their
inauthenticity.

The few images provided that depict the Moon's surface lack any
semblance of authenticity, even at first glance.

Are We So Easily Duped?

T

Can we finally confront the reality of our blind and
trusting acquiescence to such deceitful fabrications?

We have become too complacent, settling for the absolute
minimum: a fleeting headline, the sight of a rocket climbing the
sky, and a handful of dubious images alleged as “evidence.” This
is an affront to the public's intelligence and their entitlement as
tax payers to an acceptable level of proof of such alleged
monumental space endeavors.

Could our enchantment with the concept of ‘outer space’ play a
part—fueled by dreams of Moon bases and interstellar tourism?
Is it the allure of space exploration, amplified by the science
fiction of Hollywood that has us so blindly-trusting to believe
such sparse evidence without innate skepticism?
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Area 51, Aliens & UFO’s

The topic of extraterrestrial life and unidentified flying objects
(UFOs) is so vast and multifaceted that it could be the focus of
innumerable volumes.

Public fascination with aliens and UFOs surged in the mid-20th
century, notably with events such as the Roswell, New Mexico
incident and the mysteries surrounding Area 51. This surge was
rather timely, coinciding perfectly with the dawn of space
exploration. This captivation has endured, continually fueled by
a proliferation of space and alien-themed films, along with a
continuing cultural preoccupation with UFOs and aliens. Is it
possible that the concept of aliens and UFOs was entirely
fabricated and propagated to lend further credibility to the
existence of 'outer space'?

Should a boundary around our Earth be confirmed, as we
intend to demonstrate, the entire notion of aliens and UFOs
would immediately become purely fictional and obsolete.

I believe that any legitimate reports of UFOs or mysterious aerial
events, which are not based on unsubstantiated claims or
ambiguous videos, are potentially orchestrated by space
agencies like NASA. This is done to promote and reinforce the
concept of infinite space—entirely contrary to our contained
system, which was discovered. Given NASA's extensive budget, it
is certainly possible that considerable resources could be
allocated to deceptively stage and simulate encounters or
incidents with aliens and UFOs—past, present, and in the future,
as part of a broader agenda.

Such an agenda could be crafted to effectively unify the world's
population by staging a manufactured crisis, specifically a fake
alien 'incident' of sorts that necessitates worldwide unity. This
would lay the necessary groundwork for creating a single,
worldwide government and possibly a universal currency—a
planned agenda that many have warned of for decades.
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This could expand the role of an existing international
organization, such as the United Nations, to become the world
government—paving the way for 'a New World Order.'

Historically implemented by rulers and governments for
centuries, this is known as 'Order Out of Chaos.' It involves
deliberately creating a crisis to force a pre-planned resolution
when people are most desperate for it. This agenda might not be
as hard to imagine, given that the Latin phrase ‘Novus Ordo
Seclorum’ ('New Order of the Ages') has long-been inscribed on
the U.S. one-dollar bill—quite synonymous to say the least.
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It is also noteworthy that the U.S. one-dollar bill features pagan
symbology, such as the 'all-seeing eye, alongside imagery
reminiscent of a pyramid from ancient civilizations.

What connection could possibly exist between the United
States, ancient pagan cultures, and the 'all-seeing eye' that
continues to persist on the U.S. one-dollar bill to this day?

Earth to Readers?

When will we acknowledge the growing evidence of a grand and
carefully-crafted deception? To what extent are we willing to
ignore our intuition, logic, common sense, and reason, merely
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to conform to popular consensus, 'go with the flow,' or avoid
confronting internal conflicts and thereby deny deeper truths?

“It's easier to-fool people
than convince them
that they have been fooled.”

=MarksTwain

It should become clear that the concept of 'outer space’
has been entirely fabricated with a discernible motive.

Next, we will explore the true form of our Earth, which will
provide the remaining pieces of the puzzle needed to further
expose this grand deception. While the upcoming chapter will
challenge your imagination beyond its usual limits, it will
further our journey towards truth and allow a more coherent
picture to finally emerge.

T&Wﬂ’ . ?
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Chapter 8: Return to Earth

Is this reminiscent of what you envision as Earth? Does this
spring to mind? If I were to hazard a guess, you most likely do,
since this is the model and structure we have been taught since
childhood and continually shown today.

Does universal agreement and popular
consensus guarantee accuracy and truth?

If I presented a strikingly different model that represents Earth
and its true structure, would you dismiss it immediately saying:

“Seriously? How could 99.99% of the world be wrong?!”

In fact, I would be taken aback if you did not respond with that
general sentiment. This serves as a powerful testament to the
persuasive influence of the 'all-seeing eye'—that entity working
from the shadows that has proven to be incredibly effective in
propagating and bolstering the illusions and deceit of this well-
crafted modern-day PSYOP.

In my countless discussions and debates with a myriad of
individuals, I have had to acknowledge the profound influence of
the pervasive indoctrination that the world has fallen prey to
over the accepted model of Earth as well as so many other false
realities we have succumbed to. My discourses have led to either
losing new friends or greatly straining long-standing
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relationships because of this very topic of our home—Earth. I
have discovered that this issue is incredibly polarizing,
surpassing the most impassioned debates, even trumping the
timeless contention over ‘creation vs. evolution.’

Through countless discourses, I have had ample opportunity to
observe and reflect on people's initial reactions when
confronted with these topics for the first time—even those who
are already familiar with them. A discernible pattern emerges
where a clear display of discomfort is visible. Many react
defensively and show an immediate lack of interest in engaging
or being challenged with this topic.

Meanwhile, others might offer a tentative, polite laugh, possibly
questioning whether my assertions are actually genuine to begin
with or if I am simply 'one of those guys' they have heard about—
individuals who actually believe in things as utterly absurd as an
alternative model and structure of the Earth, having been
intentionally concealed from us.

The content in this chapter is considered by most to be
so absurd and ridiculous that it is immediately dismissed
as being entirely outside the realm of any possible truth.

In essence: “It's just too crazy to be true...”

This phenomenon exemplifies the 'self-protective’ nature of
immense conspiracies. The more outlandish they are, the easier
they might be to execute, as their sheer incredibility acts as a
shield, guarding against scrutiny and obscuring any possible
chance of truth.

A quote from Adolf Hitler's "Mein Kampf":

"...in the big lie there is always a certain force of credibility; because
the broad masses of a nation are always more easily corrupted in the
deeper strata of their emotional nature than consciously or
voluntarily; and thus, in the primitive simplicity of their minds they
more readily fall victims to the big lie than the small lie..."
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We have now reached the most difficult topic of discussion in
our exploration, which for many readers can certainly be:

“...a pill too big to swallow.”

Despite the unconventional and seemingly impossible nature of
much of this content, which stand in stark contrast to our widely
accepted beliefs, I remain dedicated to sharing the extensive
information I have diligently collected over time and through
exhaustive study. My aim is to help others navigate out of the
deceptive maze that once misled me and to challenge the array
of false realities ingrained in all of us since childhood.
Anticipating this, I would not share such seemingly impossible
information unless I were entirely convinced of its truth and
compelled to guide people away from such a deception.

I anticipate that only a select few readers will truly engage with
these harsh revelations, and even fewer readers will proceed to
investigate, validate, and share them with others—exposing the
greatest-of-all deceptions in history.

The digital version of this book is free of charge wherever
possible, and the print version is offered at the lowest possible
price after covering any essential publishing expenses.

Anticipating swift dismissal by most readers, I hope to
highlight there is clearly no personal gain or any chance of
acclaim or recognition from undertaking this project.

Despite inevitable ridicule and lacking any financial motive,
I persist in my earnest hope to expose this grand deception.

Down the Rabbit Hole We Go!

Recall from previous chapters our exploration of the 'geocentric'
model of Earth. Although this model is not completely accurate, it
far more closely represents the true model of Earth than the
widely accepted 'heliocentric' model taught in modern times.
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To begin, let us examine the alternative image below, which
depicts the Earth, Sun, and Moon. What immediate differences
do you notice at first glance?

The Earth is flat and the Sun and
Moon are small and local objects.

Stay with me readers. The path we have traveled together thus
far has been leading to a pivotal revelation—one that could not
possibly have been the opening act of our journey. I have wrestled
with the challenge of how best to approach the most formidable
topic of all, one that demands reconsideration of deeply held
beliefs to adopt an entirely new model of our home.

This is the true model of our home, hidden from us in our
contemporary era. Its discovery was so profound and startling
that it spurred an intricate web of deceit. This deception was
designed to misdirect our attention outwards towards a
completely false cosmology of infinite space, diverting us from
the groundbreaking discoveries made in Antarctica in the mid-
20th century, which might later come to light. This discovery
conclusively confirmed that we exist within an enclosed system
and revealed our world as a product of intelligent design,
attesting to its creation by a higher power that has been with us
since the beginning.
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Now, as we stand at this critical juncture, I urge you to press on,
even though the following pages may challenge the very
foundations of your understanding of Earth, the cosmos above,
and our existence in every way.

Whether you have been engaged at every step of our journey, or
are determined to see it through to its conclusion out of sheer
resolve—akin to watching a movie through to the credits,
regardless of its grip on your interest—I urge you to maintain an
open mind. Even if the entire scope of our journey does not
resonate with you now, I sincerely hope that, over time, you will
continue reflecting on this exploration.

Just as I had to confront and ultimately accept these startling
truths, you too may find yourself reevaluating everything you
“believed” you were certain of since childhood—ultimately
escaping this elaborate maze of deceit that has been so skillfully
constructed around us.

We are about to set course on the final leg of a journey so
extraordinary, it will either redefine your view of reality, or be
immediately rejected. If you are still with me, let us take that
plunge together and explore the claimed "evidence" that our
home is a ‘spinning globe,” hurtling through ‘infinite space.’

Let us also bring to light an array of evidence that clearly reveals
the true model of our earthly home and cosmology. This body of
evidence is poised to empower you to affirm these realities for
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yourself and help others shed the cloak of illusion cast by the
elusive 'all-seeing eye,' which diabolically misdirects our most
fundamental understandings of the world.

The Flat Earth Society | Warning!

For readers interested in examining and considering a flat Earth
model, be aware that “The Flat Earth Society” is a 'controlled
opposition group’ resurrected in recent times aimed at
tarnishing the credibility of the flat Earth movement.

They have declared themselves as a leader in the flat Earth
initiative, attracting newcomers to their website and media—
only to present them with patently absurd claims, easily
identifiable as flawed science. Their tactic is to hijack and
misrepresent the fast-growing flat Earth progression,
discouraging further inquiry by immediately making the entire
concept seem ludicrous from the start.

History

Leo Ferrari, a philosophy professor at St. Thomas University in
New Brunswick, Canada, became known for his involvement
with discrediting the flat Earth theory through his engagement
with satire, and sought to discredit the flat Earth theory through
parody rather than genuine scientific discourse.

121



Ferrari was among the original founders of the satirical group
"The Flat Earth Society of Canada," which was created in the
1970s.

The society's approach was to use irony and humor to appear to
earnestly critique the flat Earth theory, claiming to believe in a
flat Earth, but would use absurd and comical assertions and
examples to tarnish flat Earth reasoning.

The same tactic has been employed again in modern
times with the aim of discrediting the recent resurgence
of the fast-advancing flat Earth movement worldwide.

The resurgence of The Flat Earth Society reflects a calculated
response to the steadily increasing number of genuine flat Earth
adherents, a community that is quickly gaining awareness and
becoming increasingly difficult to dismiss as unfounded and
unlikely.

This movement aims to challenge the prevailing cosmological
consensus and the accepted spherical Earth model, asserting
these ideas to be erroneous and built on motive-driven lies.

Comparing the Two Models

In the upcoming comparisons between a rotating spherical Earth
and a non-spinning, flat Earth, we will avoid exploring the
seemingly endless back-and-forth arguments commonly found
between the standard heliocentric model and the geocentric
perspective.

Instead, our focus will be on highlighting the consistent pattern
that emerges when evaluating these two models through a
select number of real-world examples, drawing from both
heliocentric and geocentric perspectives.

The heliocentric model: with its spinning, spherical Earth
concept, consistently requires an array of intricate scientific
calibrations, adjustments and ‘fixes’ for its highly implausible
assertions to hold up.
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The geocentric model: with a flat, stationary Earth at the center
of our world, requires no use of adjustments, supplementary
phenomena, or highly complex explanations to demonstrate its
straightforward and uncomplicated operation—it just works.

Occam's Razor

In the upcoming examples and scenarios, we will demonstrate
the use of 'Occam's Razor.' Named after the English Franciscan
friar, philosopher, and theologian William of Ockham (c. 1287-
1347), this philosophical and scientific principle advises
selecting the simplest hypothesis with the fewest assumptions
when faced with competing explanations that predict similar
outcomes. While I am certainly not telling readers what to
choose, I do aim to highlight a well-understood cognitive
methodology that is straightforward and entirely applicable to
our illustrative content moving forward.

A simple and relatable application of Occam's Razor: involves
waking up one morning, looking outside, and noticing that the
streets are wet. Let us now explore four possible explanations for
waking up to wet streets, noticing that each subsequent
explanation requires more assumptions than the previous one,
illustrating the principle of Occam's Razor—considering the
simplest explanation that requires the fewest assumptions.

[It rained overnight]: This is the simplest explanation with the
fewest assumptions. Rain is a common and natural occurrence
that can easily explain wet streets.

[A street cleaner passed through and washed the streets]: This
requires more assumptions than simple rainfall, such as the
operation of a street cleaning service at that time.

[A large number of vehicles with wet tires from a nearby car
wash drove by]: This explanation needs even more assumptions:
not only the existence of a nearby car wash but also the
coincidence of many vehicles passing by shortly after getting
washed.
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[Water mains broke and leaked onto the streets]: This is the
most complex explanation, requiring multiple assumptions
about the infrastructure failure and its specific location relative
to the observed wetness.

Earth and Its Simultaneous Velocities

Now, let us examine a real-world scenario where we can quite
easily apply Occam's Razor and assess the narrative presented by
NASA and academic scholarly bodies. We will explore the four
astounding velocities attributed to Earth by NASA and modern
academia, alleged to occur simultaneously in numerous
directions and even along arcing trajectories.

Take a moment to decide if these four simultaneous and
rapid movements seem plausible, considering that we do not
perceive any sensation of them happening to us right now.

[Rotational Speed on Its Axis]: First, Earthis claimed torotate on
its axis at about 1,000 MPH.

[Orbital Speed Around the Sun]: Next, Earth is claimed to orbit
the Sun in an elliptical path at about 66,600 MPH.

[Solar System's Movement Through Space]: Lastly, our entire
solar system, which is also in motion, is said to orbit the center of
our galaxy at a speed of approximately 514,000 MPH, while our
galaxy itself is said to be spiraling through the universe at an
astounding speed of about 1,300,000 MPH.

Is it truly possible to rationalize and account for these
extraordinary speeds and directional disparities, thus
justifying our complete lack of perceived motion?

NASA and the scientific community attempt to account for our
lack of perceived motion through five key concepts:

[Inertia and Uniform Motion]: Inertia is a property of matter
where an object will remain at rest or in uniform motion unless
acted upon by an external force. When Earth and all objects on it
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travel at a constant velocity, there is no acceleration or
deceleration to be felt.

[Lack of Reference Points]: On Earth, we lack fixed points in
space against which we might directly measure our speed. In
space, distant stars and galaxies can serve asreference points, but
they are so far away that their relative motion appears very
gradual, except over long timescales.

[Relative Motion]: All motion is relative. We measure the speed
of one object relative to another. On Earth, everything (including
the atmosphere) is moving together at the same speed and
direction due to Earth's rotation and orbit. There is no external
point of reference that we perceive in our everyday life that would
alert us to our speed.

[Gravitational Forces]: Our entire solar system's movement
through the galaxy, and the galaxy's movement through space,
are influenced by gravitational forces, which are smoothly
applied and do not result in perceptible changes in speed or
direction for those living on Earth.

[Scale and Human Perception]: The speeds mentioned (like
Earth's rotation at 1,000 MPH or the galaxy moving at
670,000,000 MPH) are incredibly fast on a human scale, but space
is unimaginably vast. The distances involved dilute our ability to
perceive these speeds. For example, despite Earth spinning at
1,000 MPH, at the equator, the large circumference means it takes
24 hours to complete one rotation—a rate too slow to feel.

Challenging the Status Quo

Although quite sophisticated, these explanations can be quite
overwhelming and difficult to integrate into a coherent
understanding. As a result, the official narrative often becomes
convoluted, causing many people to stop questioning it due to a
sheer lack of comprehension. This presents an excellent
opportunity to apply Occam's Razor, especially for those now
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considering the possibility that Earth is not in motion, as the
simplest explanation.

The geocentric model, which posits a non-rotating, fixed, and
immovable Earth, explains our perceived lack of motion
straightforwardly, requiring no explanations. In contrast, the
heliocentric model continually requires adjustments and far-
reaching explanations to maintain its credibility.

Given the everyday lack of perceptible motion on Earth, should
we perhaps start to consider the possibility that the simplest
explanation is indeed that the Earth is motionless? Or should
we continue to accept the complex multitude of explanations
that attempt to support the heliocentric model?

I certainly understand the reluctance of most people to challenge
the mainstream view, given the social pressures of being labeled
as 'conspiracy theorists.'

It is extremely difficult to introduce these ideas to others, which
assert that we have been misled to a level this extreme about the
true nature of Earth and cosmology.

The ‘Flat Out’ Truth

Now, let us explore key elements that challenge the
contemporary claim of a spinning globe by presenting real-world
examples that clearly demonstrate a flat and stationary Earth,
rather than one with a 25,000-mile circumference spinning on
an axis.

Visibility Over a Curved Earth

Let us recognize the universally accepted method for calculating
the line-of-sight distance to an object before it disappears over
the horizon due to the Earth's alleged curvature, based on one of
Pythagoras' theorems. The upcoming real-world Earth curvature
calculations we will be performing can be calculated using the
online tool here: www.tinyurl.com/earthcurvecalculator
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Applying our Earth curvature formulato the following examples,
we will check whether the outcomes we anticipate align with
observations one would expect if the Earth is indeed a globe of
the reported dimensions.

Earth Curvature Calculator

d
h:r—rxcos(;)
This formula is officially used and endorsed by NASA and

the scientific community. No prior knowledge of algebra or
spherical trigonometry is required using the online tool.

[Real-World Test #1]: From the vantage point of Apple Pie Hill in
the New Jersey Pine Barrens, 40 miles distant, the Philadelphia
skyline can be seen in its entirety. Taking into account the 211-
foot elevation of an observer from Apple Pie Hill, calculations of
the Earth's curvature posit that the skyline should be obscured
and not visible by 329 feet below the horizon. However,
contrary to the expected calculations, the skyline is in full view.

[Real-World Test #2]: From Bear Mountain in Herriman State
Park, situated 60 miles away, one can easily see the New York
City skyline. According to the curvature of an Earth with an
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8,000-mile diameter, the skyline should be hidden from view by
174 feet of curvature when observed from Bear Mountain's
summit, which stands at 1,283 feet. Despite this, the skyline is
fully visible.

[Real-World Test #3]: On days with clear visibility, it is possible
to see the complete Chicago skyline, down to street level, from
Grand Mere State Park across Lake Michigan, a distance of 59
miles. According to standard Earth curvature calculations, this
view should be entirely obstructed by 2,091 feet of Earth's
curvature.

[Real-World Test #4]: In Genoa, Italy, standing 70 feet above sea
level, one can see the island of Gorgona, which lies 81 miles
distant. Under the expected calculations, this island would be
obscured entirely from view by 3,338 feet.

Atmospheric Refraction?

Scientific attempts to ‘debunk’ these findings often -cite
'atmospheric refraction' as a factor influencing observational
outcomes in our previous examples. However, the impact of
atmospheric refraction on visibility calculations is quite
minimal, typically amounting to only a few percent of
difference. This slight variance is far-insufficient to overturn our
conclusions supporting a flat Earth model, in exchange for
adopting a spherical Earth model.

While countless other real-world observations supporting a flat
Earth are abundant, the particular technique provided
previously serves to highlight key verification approaches that
support our assertions of a flat, rather than spherical, Earth.

Marconi's 12,000 Mile Radio Transmission Test

Guglielmo Marconi's historic radio test transmission occurred on
September 22, 1930. The Italian inventor successfully sent a
wireless signal from Poldhu, Cornwall, in the United Kingdom to
Sydney, Australia, marking a significant milestone in the history
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of radio communications and demonstrating the feasibility of
transmitting radio signals across vast distances.

Guglielmo Marconi
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During the test, Marconi employed high-power radio equipment
and sophisticated antenna systems to span approximately
12,000 miles. The reception of these signals underscored the
potential of wireless technology to connect disparate locations
worldwide. Marconi's radio test transmission to Australia played
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a pivotal role in advancing the field of wireless telegraphy and
laid the groundwork for the future development of worldwide
communication systems that we rely on today.

This experiment significantly contributed to the advancement of
radio communication technology and understanding, eventually
leading to more regular and reliable long-distance wireless
worldwide communication.

Checking Feasibility

Using the official Earth curve calculator, the calculation
determined that, based on a spherical Earth model, the receiving
antenna in Australia would have to be approximately 7,893
miles below the horizon.

This prompted me to investigate the feasibility of
such an extremely distant radio transmission scenario
using an Al chatbot, based on a spherical Earth model.

[Question to AI]: Can you envision a scenario wherea radio signal
could be transmitted and received successfully, despite being
7,893 miles below the spherical Earth's horizon?

[AI]: The concept of aradio signal traveling 7,893 miles below the
horizon of the spherical Earth is far beyond the capabilities of
radio signal transmission for this distance.

The curvature of the Earth poses a physical limitation on the
direct line of sight for radio signals. As the Earth curves, objects
or signals beyond the horizon are not visible or receivable due to
the obstructed view.

While techniques like antenna height, signal amplification, and
atmospheric conditions can extend the range of radio signals to
some extent, they cannot overcome the fundamental limitation
imposed by the Earth's curvature, especially at distances this
remote.

[End of chat]
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The ‘Pole Star’ Polaris

One celestial phenomenon that challenges proponents of the
spherical Earth model is Polaris, the ‘pole star.’ In both geocentric
and heliocentric models, Polaris is situated almost directly above
Earth's North Pole. The challenge Polaris presents in defending
the heliocentric model stems from its stationary position in the
night sky. Unlike other stars, which appear to move or trace
circular paths due to Earth's alleged rotation, Polaris remains
fixed, analogous to the spindle of a record turntable—stationary
as the record spins around it.

In the heliocentric model, the Earth not only orbits
the Sun but is also said to tilt and wobble on its axis.

Despite these complex motions alleged for a spinning,
tilting, and wobbling Earth, Polaris continually maintains a
fixed position above the North Pole throughout the year.

How can any celestial body, remain in a fixed position in the sky
given these multiple alleged dynamic movements of the Earth?

Circumpolar Star Trails

Circumpolar star trails present another considerable challenge
for advocates of the spherical Earth model to explain.
Circumpolar star trails clearly illustrate that all stars in the sky
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trace unbroken circles, returning to their precise starting
positions, similar to how a simple protractor works.

Circumpolar star trails

This observation conflicts entirely with the anticipated behavior
of a globe Earth, which is claimed to be rotating, tilting,
wobbling, and orbiting around the Sun in an elliptical trajectory.
Logically, we would expect to see star trails that are linear,
resembling streaks that are far more straight in the sky, rather
than the perfect, ever-repeating circles we actually observe.

While scientific explanations attempt to reconcile these
observations with a globe Earth model, on a flat and stationary
Earth—where the celestial bodies themselves are in motion—
such orderly circumpolar star trails are precisely what would be
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anticipated. This scenario requires no corrections, fixes, or
adjustments for validation.

Additionally, according to a globe Earth model, Polaris should
not be observable from the southern hemisphere since it sits
directly above the North Pole. To see Polaris from below the
equator on a spherical Earth model, one would need to see
through the Earth itself, with its vast stretches of land and ocean
being transparent.

Polaris sightings have been documented across
history as far as 20 degrees south of the equator.

In the context of a flat Earth model, this observation aligns
logically and does not require any elaborate or complicated
scientific explanations—it just works.

These things continue to reveal that the heliocentric model
requires implausible and far-reaching 'fixes' to align properly
with real-world observational evidence, continuing to cast
persistent doubt on its attempted validity and application.

Circumnavigation on a Globe

Magellan's famous circumnavigation from east to west is often
cited asevidence supporting the spherical Earth model. However,
proponents of aflat Earth model demonstrate that such ajourney
is equally possible on a flat Earth by strictly following acompass
heading directly west. In this scenario, the compass would
continuously point towards a specific direction, which on a flat
Earth is assumed to circle around a central point such as the
North Pole. This would allow a navigator to trace a continuous
circle back to the starting point by maintaining the same
compass heading throughout the journey.

To illustrate, imagine the North Pole at the center of a flat Earth,
and a compass always pointing towards this central North. When
navigating, one would be moving in a large circle around this
point. Thus, even on a flat Earth, maintaining a consistent
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easterly or westerly compass heading would eventually lead back
to the journey’s origin, just as would be with a spherical Earth
circumnavigation.

It should be noted that a complete circumnavigation
of Earth from north to south has never been achieved.

This is a point often highlighted by flat Earth proponents. Such a
journey would be impossible under the flat Earth model, as it
lacks the spherical form required to permit uninterrupted north-
to-south travel that returns back to the starting point. This
aspect of navigation remains a critical challenge in the debate
over Earth's shape.

Do Ships Disappear Over the Horizon?

One piece of evidence frequently cited to support the idea of a
spherical Earth is the observation of ships appearing to disappear
hull-first over the horizon.

Prominent astrophysicists and institutions like NASA often
reference this phenomenon as proof of Earth's curvature.
However, with the advent of modern zoom lenses on cameras,
observations continue to demonstrate that ships, previously
thought to have dipped below the horizon due to Earth's
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curvature, have been brought back into full view using powerful
zoom lenses. These observations demonstrate that even the top
of the waterline, which remains well above the ship's hull, is still
visible and continues to extend far beyond the vessel.

The Law of Perspective

The law of perspective tells us that parallel lines will appear to
draw together as they get further away from us. This visual
phenomenon makes everything look as though it diminishes in
size and is heading toward a central point.

The effect of perspective results from how our vision
interprets long, straight lines extending away from us.

The principle of perspective on flat planes,
quite simply, requires this effect to occur.

Despite the floor and ceiling being parallel in the image above,
theyboth appear to converge toward a central point known as the
'vanishing point' of perspective. Similarly, the walls, which are
also parallel, converge at this same point. This is simply an
optical illusion as a result of the laws of perspective.

Take, for instance, someone walking away from a viewer; as they
move further away, they will seem to descend into the ground.
Their feet will be the first to go out of sight, and gradually the rest
of their body will follow until they appear to be swallowed by the
Earth, eventually disappearing from sight.
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When observing a ship sailing away from the shore, it may
appear asifitis descending over the horizon, yet this is due tothe
effects of perspective.

As the ship travels further into the distance, it seems to get
smaller and smaller to the viewer until the hull, being the lowest
part, vanishes from sight first, followed gradually by the rest of
the ship until it is no longer visible.

The appearance of a ship disappearing over the horizon is not
evidence of it traversing the curvature of the Earth. It is due to
the limitations of human visual precision over long distances,
which produces this well-known optical illusion that we
commonly observe every day.

Optical Testing for Earth’s Motion

The Michelson-Morley Experiment (1887)

The Michelson-Morley experiment, conducted in 1887 by Albert
A. Michelson and Edward W. Morley, was a pivotal scientific test
that aimed tomeasure the speed of light to prove the existence of
'aether,’ a substance once thought to act as a medium for light
waves, similar to air for sound or water for ripples.
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Their experiment tried to detect the Earth's movement through
this aether by observing how the speed of light might change
when measured at different times and directions.

The assumption was that as the Earth orbited the Sun, it would
move through the aether and create measurable changes in
light's speed, akin to how we see interference patterns in water
when an object moves through it. However, the results were
unexpected and groundbreaking.

They found that light's speed was consistent in all tested
directions, proving that the Earth was not in motion.

This contradicted the prevailing model of space and forced
scientists to rethink their understanding of the universe,
eventually leading to the development of new theories in physics,
such as Einstein’s ‘Theory of Relativity, in which he set out to
prove this experiment wrong. In the end, Einstein was quoted
stating:

"I have come to believe that the motion of the Earth
cannot be detected by any optical experiment.”

Airy's Water-Filled Telescope Experiment

In 1871, Astronomer Royal Sir George Biddell Airy conducted an
experiment that would come to be known as “Airy's Failure.” The
purpose of this test wasto detect the Earth's movement. Contrary
to its objective, the outcome demonstrated that the stars moved
relative to a motionless Earth.

For this test, Airy filled a telescope with water, which is known to
slow down the speed of light. He then planned to calculate the
necessary tilt to align the telescope so starlight could travel
directly down the tube.

Unexpectedly, Airy found that the light entered the telescope at
the correct angle without need to adjust the tilt, demonstrating
an absence of Earth's horizontal movement.
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[Prominent Historical Quotes]

Edwin Hubble
American Astronomer

"Such a condition would imply that we occupy a unique position in
the universe, analogous, in a sense, to the ancient conception of a
central Earth... This hypothesis cannot be disproved, but it is
unwelcome and would only be accepted as a last resort. Therefore,
we disregard this possibility.... the unwelcome position of a favored
location must be avoided at all costs... such a favored position is
intolerable... Therefore, in order to restore homogeneity, and to
escape the horror of a unique position... must be compensated by
spatial curvature. There seems to be no other escape...”

George F.R. Ellis
Emeritus Professor of Applied Mathematics

"You cannot disprove the geocentric model. You can only exclude it
on philosophical grounds.”

Lawrence Krauss
Theoretical Physicist

"...new results are either telling us that all of science is wrong and we
are the center of the universe, or the data is simply incorrect.”

Can You See Earth's Curve from a Plane?

Many people believe they have observed the Earth's curvature
while flying in an airplane. However, this perception is most
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often influenced by the curved windows at their corners or
simply stems from an 'optimistic interpretation.'

This belief is reassessed in light of evidence from high-altitude
weather balloons, which can ascend to 120,000 feet or more and
are often equipped with rectilinear lenses. This type of lens is
designed to prevent the distortion of straight lines, thereby
avoiding the creation of false curvature.

flat at 120,000 feet

\

h

The common view that passengers can discern the Earth's
curvature from a commercial airplane certainly needs to be
reconsidered.

Given that the Earth's curvature remains undetected at a
significantly higher altitude of 120,000 feet, where weather
balloons operate, it is certainly not found at lower altitudes of
35,000 feet for commercial airliners, where any possible
curvature would be even less visible.

SpaceX Launches Giant Starship Rocket
Space.com, March, 14 2024

"SOUTH PADRE ISLAND, Texas — SpaceX's Starship megarocket, the
world's largest and most powerful rocket, reached orbital speed for
the first time Thursday in a historic third test flight from South Texas.
Hundreds of Spring Break spectators, rocket launch chasers and
SpaceX fans gathered along the southern shores of South Padre Island
and surrounding areas to witness the third test flight of the biggest
rocket ever built."
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We will present the first of two examples demonstrating the
creation of false curvature on a flat Earth using a 'fisheye' lens.
Such lenses have become a standard practice in all rocket launch
videos from space agencies, and now Elon Musk's recent SpaceX
projects.

The initial image from Camera 1 exhibits noticeable distortion,
which is attributed to the lens's short focal length. Focal length is
the distance between the lens and the image sensor when the
subject is in focus.

Fisheye lenses, known for their short focal lengths, provide a
wider field of view but also introduce significant distortion.

In contrast, the image from Camera 2 shows far less distortion,
indicating the use of a lens with a longer focal length and
minimal fisheye characteristics.

strong fisheye lens .
(extremelartificial curve) . : e

‘gi’

sweakifisheyellens
2 (almostiflatjEarth)

SPEED 677 KM SPEED 8524 XM
ALTITUDE 105 KM £ T+00:04:32 ALTITUDE 124 XM
o STARSHIP FLIGHT TEST Lox e

CHe

This side-by-side analysis clearly shows that the focal length of a
camera lens actively changes and distorts the authentic form of
an image, clearly demonstrating that the Earth's flat surface is
being manipulated to different extents in the footage fromthese
two cameras.

Space agencies worldwide never release such imagery as
doing so would expose the true flat form of Earth's surface.
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If space agencies commonly used true rectilinear lenses today,
which offer the most accurate representation of an image in view,
the Earth's surface would be accurately depicted as flat,
unaffected by lens distortion. Thus, the continued use of
distortion techniques that portray Earth’s flat plane as a curved
surface has remained standard practice among these agencies.

The Red Bull Stratos Jump
Red Bull, October, 14 2012

On October 14, 2012, Austrian skydiver Felix Baumgartner
participated in a high-altitude skydiving event, where he jumped
at an altitude of 127,000 feet from a helium balloon in the
stratosphere.

“Red Bull Jump”

The image above demonstrates the striking impact of a fisheye
lens—creating the illusion of a spherical Earth from a vantage
point just above New Mexico.

The lens distortion is so extreme it makes New Mexico
appear as one-third of the entire Earth, easily misleading
viewers into believing they are seeing a curved Earth.

Let us now switch our perspective from the same jump event to
the camera view from inside of the cockpit—captured through a
rectilinear lens—lacking the distortion of a fisheye lens.
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Here, we can clearly observe that the Earth's flat horizon is
accurately depicted by this non-distorting lens.

Where Is the Edge on a Flat Earth?

Continuing on later in this chapter, we will further assess the
true model and framework of the Earth, with a special focus on
the concept of 'the edge.' Our research will take us back tothe icy
expanses of Antarctica. It is at this frontier where the limits of
our Earth have been pinpointed—a boundary that remains
uncrossable—where this significant discovery has been kept
hidden from the world since 1959.

The veiling of this discovery is the principal reason for restricted
public access to Antarctica—guarding any possible entry except
for government-sanctioned research only.

False Flat Earth Models

We will not be endorsing comical portrayals of flat Earth models
often used to mock its supporters—such as the following image
where the oceans of the world are portrayed as dripping off the
side of an edge.

Portrayals that are clearly nonsensical and inherently comedic
can discourage those earnestly researching a flat Earth
perspective by suggesting that a credible model is unattainable,
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primarily due to the inherent ridicule associated with these
exaggerated caricatures.

Our upcoming exposé will move beyond misleading imagery to
develop a more coherent flat Earth model.

We will also explore the true distances of celestial bodies such as
the Sun, Moon, the planets Venus and Mars, and the star Sirius.
These measurements can be obtained using a pair of tripod-
mounted ‘theodolites’ from two ground-based locations, by
applying basic principles of trigonometry and geometry.

YouTube Officially Demotes Content

When exploring thebold assertions made in this book, you might
turn to online platforms, such as YouTube, to confirm or
challenge its claims. However, be aware that there are ongoing
efforts to diminish and suppress content supporting many of
the contentious claims discussed in our journey.

> 8

YouTube has officially stated that it now uses advanced
algorithms to suppress content labeled as ‘conspiratorial.’
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Whether you aim to corroborate this book's bold assertions or
seek counterarguments to discredit them, be aware of YouTube's
stated approach.

The platform has committed to suppressing videos deemed
‘conspiratorial’ while promoting content that aligns with the
accepted narratives and 'official stories' from organizations like
NASA. This can directly influence your research by limiting
access to certain viewpoints or oversaturating your search
results with ‘debunking videos.’

As you navigate through a vast array of online media to form
your own understanding of the discussions presented in this
book, it becomes clear that search platform strategies can serve
asboth an aid and a barrier, depending on your research goals.

Readers investigating further should prepare for the initial
wave of 'debunking videos’ that will dominate search results.

Investigative readers seeking videos that validate and reinforce
our discussions will find it frustrating to navigate through
multiple search result pages before encountering any supportive
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content. This skew in search results can lead to a phenomenon
where ‘headline experts'—individuals who quickly form
opinions based on initial information—might prematurely
dismiss the issues discussed, influenced by the scarcity of
supportive videos and the abundance of content alleging to
reinforce the mainstream narrative. This may lead many to
accept these surface-level findings as comprehensive research.

Despite these challenges, I believe that dedicated and diligent
students, who have explored the breadth of subjects we have
examined, will persist in their quest for a well-rounded and
comprehensive understanding of these topics.

It is crucial to consider diverse perspectives and
evaluate the arguments presented, even in the face of
significant obstacles like widespread censorship.

While finding supportive content will be challenging, there is
inherent value for truth-seekers in exploring material that aligns
with our discussions as seeking further into such content will
reveal deeper truths.

YouTube’s Official Statement to Congress

The following is an official transcript of a discussion between
Juniper Downs, Senior Counsel for Public Policy at Google and
YouTube, and Ted Deutch, a Democratic Member of Congress.

This exchange focuses on YouTube's efforts to manage content
related to conspiracy theories. Notably, the specific example
cited for censorship in the following transcript is, as you might
have guessed, 'flat Earth.’
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— CONGRESSIONAL TRANSCRIPT —

[Ted Deutch]: “I need to know how you’re dealing with all of these
conspiracy theorists on your platform.”

[Juniper Downs]: “So, the first way is by demoting low-quality
content and promoting more authoritative content, and the second
is by providing more transparency for users. So, we’re introducing
boxes that provide factual information at the top of results that
have shown themselves to turn up a lot of information that is
counterfactual, such as searching for ‘the Earth is flat’ on
YouTube, where you see a lot of...”— interrupted

[Ted Deutch]: “So, your response is to put a box in, saying ‘Nope, the
Earth is not flat.””

[Juniper Downs]: “Correct.”
[End of transcript]
Search Engines and ‘Flat Earth’

When searching for 'flat earth' on today’s most popular search
engines, it is quite evident that the flat Earth movement has
gained attention. Prominent websites frequently respond
defensively, indicating the movement's growing visibility. These
efforts support the spherical Earth model, infinite space, and the
legitimacy of NASA as a space exploration agency.

Search results that provide resources supporting the flat Earth
perspective, or those questioning the credibility of the world’s
space agencies, are far less visible or entirely suppressed.

With That Said

This will equip readers with a much clearer understanding of
what they will certainly encounter when investigating further
into our discussions.

‘Flat Earth’ stands as the single most censored topic
to date on most search engine platforms and YouTube.
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The suppression of content related to 'flat Earth' is extensive,
even surpassing countless videos that expose NASA as the most
elaborate and deceptive fraud in modern history. The sheer
volume and compelling nature of the evidence supporting this
claim indicate significant backing for the movement.

Discoveries confirming a flat Earth within a contained
world, where ‘outer space’ is merely an elaborate facade,
would have seismic impacts on worldwide populations.

Such findings would compel us to discard established scientific
theories, including the Big Bang, Evolution, and our current
understanding of cosmology, forcing us to adopt a radically new
framework for understanding the fundamental aspects of our
existence.

Testing YouTube's Algorithm

On June 7, 2024, an example of censorship on YouTube was
evident in the search results for "Flat Earth." The first video
supporting this viewpoint appeared only as the 91st result, with
the second following at the 113th. This is a marked change from
the period before YouTube implemented algorithms to suppress
content deemed conspiratorial.

Previously, searches for "Flat Earth" would return approximately
75% of results in favor of this theory, reflecting its dominance
in related videos at that time.

A Spinning Globe?

Let us carefully analyze a specific, easily understood modern-day
scenario that questions the widely accepted belief that the Earth
is a spinning globe. By examining one example in detail, we aim
to present compelling evidence that the Earth is in-fact
stationary.

Instead of briefly touching on multiple contemporary examples
that may lack overall depth and impact, we will concentrate on
one particular example that clearly evidences the Earth's fixed
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and stationary nature. Our primary objective is to cast
significant doubt on the credibility of the mainstream narrative
endorsed by NASA and the conventional principles of flight
dynamics that posit the theory of a rotating spherical Earth.
Through this detailed examination, we aim to reveal how easily
the public continues to accept “official explanations” without
substantial scrutiny. We will refute these commonly accepted
explanations, highlighting their inherent flaws and lack of
plausibility when examined closer.

Identical Flight Time Durations

In our analysis, we will focus on roundtrip flights between
Atlanta, GA, and San Diego, CA. These coast-to-coast flights
typically cruise at an average speed of 550 MPH and have an
average flight duration of approximately 3.45 hours—assuming
no wind or turbulence.

— Flight Time Formula —
1,900 miles + 550 mph = 3.45 hours

{
= Earth’s rotation

San Dlego /\3*~45 hours% Atlanta

This should raise obvious and critical questions.

At this latitude, considering that the Earth is said to rotate west
to east at 870 MPH beneath the plane during flight, how do flights
in both directions report nearly identical flight times?
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In other words, if a plane flies at a constant speed of 550 MPH
between these two cities, how can the flight times be the same in
both directions, given that the Earth is said to rotate from west
to east, moving with the plane in one direction and directly
against the plane in the other?

Examining closer: On an eastbound flight from San Diego to
Atlanta, the Earth's rotation moves in the same direction as the
aircraft. Conversely, on a westbound flight from Atlanta to San
Diego, the Earth rotates in the opposite direction to the aircraft's
travel. These opposing dynamics present significant challenges
that become apparent upon closer examination.

West to East Flight (San Diego to Atlanta)

In our first scenario when heading east, once our plane is
airborne and detached from the Earth's surface, it leaves San
Diego heading for Atlanta.

The Earth is said to rotate eastward below our flight with us at
870 MPH, while our plane eventually reaches its own
independent cruising speed of 550 MPH.

How then will our plane ever arrive in Atlanta?

To clarify, our plane's cruising speed of 550 MPH is 320 MPH
slower than the Earth's rotational speed of 870 MPH beneath us
during our flight, as the Earth’s direction of spin and our plane
are heading in the exact same direction and latitude.
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East to West Flight (Atlanta to San Diego)

In our second scenario, as we begin our return flight to San Diego
from Atlanta, the dynamics change entirely, further
complicating the “official” explanations as to why the flight times
in both directions are almost identical.

Once the aircraft lifts off and disconnects from the Earth's
surface, San Diego is now approaching our plane at a speed of 870
MPH due to the eastward spin of the Earth bringing SanDiego
directly to us—while simultaneously directly approaching San
Diego, our destination city, at an independent flight speed of 550
MPH.

Our plane and San Diego are now closing in on each other.

This should, in reality, significantly reduce our flight time as the
two combined speeds effectively create a far faster ‘convergence
speed’ of 1,420 MPH. The actual flight duration should now be
shortened to just 1.33 hours, rather than the actual 3.45 hours
observed daily for this specific flight.

— Converging Flight Time Formula —
1,900 miles + 1,420 mph = 1.33 hours

The fact that the actual daily flight times between these two cities
are almost identical in both directions, assuming no wind or
turbulence, should clearly reveal that the Earth does not
rotate—but rather rests.
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Counterargument
‘Conservation of Momentum’

The first counterargument within the official narrative attempts
to explain the identical flight times between these opposing
scenarios by invoking the principle of '‘conservation of
momentum,' a fundamental concept in physics.

According to this explanation, when our plane flies from San
Diego to Atlanta, it retains the eastward speed imparted from the
Earth's rotation at takeoff, which is approximately 870 MPH at
this latitude. The plane is then said to add its own separate
cruising speed of 550 MPH to this conserved momentum.
Therefore, the plane’s total airspeed is said to be a combination of
the 870 MPH imparted by Earth’s rotation at takeoff and its own
cruising speed of 550 MPH. In effect, the plane is then alleged to
be moving at a total air speed of 1,420 MPH.

— Combined Velocity Formula —
870 mph + 550 mph = 1,420 mph

Questioning
‘Conservation of Momentum’

How does an airplane, once airborne and detached from the
ground, maintain the momentum it is said to inherit from the
Earth's rotation at takeoff during its flight to Atlanta? Consider a
baseball being thrown from west to east, similar to an airplane.
Does it continue on its initial trajectory unchanged, or does it
begin to arc towards the ground due to gravity and air resistance
almost immediately? Conventional wisdom tells us that a
baseball will indeed begin arcing downward. Would an airplane
not be subject to the same principles?

The continuing argument to this states that an airplane
maintains its initial velocity, inherited from the Earth's rotation
at takeoff, through continuous propulsion from its engines,
which counteracts any slowdown. However, we must remember
that once an airplane leaves the ground, it is no longer propelled
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by the force of a spinning Earth. Additionally, air resistance
acting against the plane, increasing with speed, continually
works against any initial velocity boost provided by the Earth’s
rotation. The net result is that once airborne and disconnected
from the ground, the airplane's forward motion relies solely on
engine thrust to maintain the required speed of travel. This is
because any initial contribution from the Earth's rotation at
takeoff is soon negated by continual air resistance.

To further support this, it is important to recognize that
passengers on commercial flights are never informed that they
are traveling at speeds upwards of 1,420 MPH to counteract the
Earth's rapid rotation during some flights. We never hear
‘relative motion’ mentioned or referenced at any point past or
present concerning commercial flights. The only speed ever
mentioned is the ground speed, which is typically around 550
MPH, or slightly higher with a tailwind.

It should be quite apparent that the plane maintains an airspeed
and ground speed of 550 MPH in both directions, which supports
the consistent flight times observed for these daily flights—
aligning perfectly with the scenario of a non-rotating Earth
beneath it.

A stationary Earth logically explains identical flight times
in both directions, eliminating the need for the adjustments
and complex explanations required for a spinning Earth.

In summary, the concept of 'conservation of momentum' proves
ineffective in our scenario once the plane becomes airborne.
Although the airplane would theoretically inherit an initial burst
of momentum from a rotating Earth at takeoff, this momentum
is quickly negated by air resistance and gravity.

Onceairborne, the plane operates as an independent entity, with
external forces continuously counteracting any inherited
momentum, effectively nullifying the predicted effects of the
conservation of momentum principle.
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Counterargument
‘Atmospheric Drag’

The second common counterargument suggests how gravity and
friction cause Earth's atmosphere to rotate in conjunction with
the Earth. This argument states that airplanes are transported
not only by the previously mentioned conservation of
momentum but also by the air, which is itself influenced by the
Earth's rotation. It implies that the Earth, its atmosphere, and the
airplane move together as a single system.

<>—’>

According to this claim, in our scenario, the airplane maintains
the 870 MPH speed it initially gains from Earth's rotation, thanks
to atmospheric cohesion. This cohesion is alleged to help the
airplane preserve and maintain the speed inherited from the
rotating Earth at takeoff. Subsequently, the airplane's engines are
said to provide the additional thrust needed to reach the higher
speeds which are required for progress towards Atlanta.

Questioning
‘Atmospheric Drag’

For this theory tobe valid, it must account for the scenario where
an airplane turns off its engines mid-flight. In such a case, the
airplane would need to be significantly 'carried along' by the
atmosphere, thereby supporting the claim of the atmosphere's
significant role in this case. However, common understanding
tells us that, much like a thrown baseball, an airplane in this
scenario would immediately begin to descend. This illustrates
that atmospheric drag does not significantly influence its
forward momentum to help sustain its flight.

Next, the idea that atmospheric drag—a form of cohesion—could
attach to and sustain the momentum of a commercial airplane,
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weighing between 500,000 and 1,000,000 pounds, by ‘dragging
it along,’ is beyond difficult to accept. Such theories and
explanations seemingly require us to disregard logic, common
sense, and reason to consider them feasible.

The concept of atmospheric drag is quite often compared to a
boat being carried by a river's current. However, this analogy
quickly falls short upon closer examination recognizing that
water has significant density and cohesive properties that air
simply does not match. Given air's considerably low density and
minimal cohesive potential, the idea that it could mimic the
cohesive behavior of water—adhering to and carrying along an
extremely heavy, compact object like a commercial airplane—is
fundamentally flawed.

To demonstrate a valid example of atmospheric drag, consider
the observable phenomenon where cigarette smoke appears
stationary and aligned inside a moving car with closed windows
and inactive air vents. This occurs because both the air inside the
car and the cigarette smoke share similar properties of density
and buoyancy. As a result, when the car moves, the entire body of
air inside, including the smoke, moves uniformly with it. This is
a valid example of atmospheric drag.

Now, consider a scenario where a ball is tossed upward inside a
moving car. If thebrakes are abruptly applied while the ball is still
in mid-air, the ball would trend forward toward the dashboard
or windshield. This phenomenon demonstrates that the
atmosphere inside the car does not significantly adhere to the
ball and slow its forward momentum to match the rapidly
decelerating vehicle's internal atmosphere. Even if there is a
slight effect, it is far too negligible to be noticeable.

This example with a ball illustrates that low-density air does not
substantially adhere to or considerably affect denser objects. This
observation directly challenges the notion that air can adhere to
a denser object, such as an airplane, and significantly contribute
to 'dragging it along' in a moving atmosphere.
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Despite this evidence, we are expected to believe that an airplane,
with its considerable density and weight, can be effectively
‘carried along’ by atmospheric drag, maintaining the momentum
acquired from the Earth's rotation at takeoff.

While atmospheric drag might have a brief effect, it is not
substantial enough to significantly influence the behavior in
our airplane scenario, thus rendering it a negligible factor.

It is surprising to see even prominent, highly intelligent
individuals attempting to justify atmospheric drag and
conservation of momentum as plausible explanations for the
consistent flight durations observed in our two flight scenarios.
It would not be surprising if ‘quantum mechanics’ were
introduced at some point in the future as yet another means to
further perplex and confuse us. Our tendency to readily accept
‘scientific explanations’ or passively conform to official
narratives highlights an enduring pattern within society.

Revisiting the application of Occam’s Razor to our flight
scenarios reveals that the simplest explanation is clearly a
stationary, non-rotating Earth. This model plausibly explains
why flights between the East and West Coasts have nearly
identical times, with no need for complex explanations,
adjustments, or fixes required by a spinning Earth model. The
official explanation from NASA and the field of modern flight
dynamics, attempting to account for these identical flight times
despite an allegedly spinning Earth, is entirely untenable.

Perpendicular Landing?

A final conundrum to consider in our airplane scenarios is how
airplanes manage to land perpendicular to a spinning Earth,
reportedly rotating at speeds often exceeding 1,000 MPH,
without any issues. Once again, Occam's Razor directs us to the
simplest explanation: a stationary, non-rotating Earth.
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The Edge: Return to Antarctica

To gain a deeper understanding of an essential aspect of the
modern-day PSYOP we have been exposing, we need to revisit the
mysterious icy continent of Antarctica, as is it alleged.

The commonly recognized image below, which depicts the shape
of Antarctica, does not accurately represent this alleged
continent in any way. This representation is entirely fictitious.

Upon closer examination, we will also discover that the true
dimensions, shape, and structure of Antarctica diverge entirely
from the standard definition of a ‘continent.’

The True Antarctica

Antarctica’s ice wall perimeter

Contrary to popular belief, Antarctica is not an isolated
landmass located at the bottom of a spherical Earth, known as
the South Pole—surrounded by water along its outer perimeter.
This is part of the false Earth model we have been taught.
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In truth, Antarctica is a vast ice wall that completely
encircles the six familiar continents, forming a perimeter,
creating a massive basin-like structure around them.

In the image above, the extensive white region surrounding the
six continents, marked by outward arrows, represents the vast
expanse of Antarctica's flat plane ice shelf that encompasses our
six familiar continents.

The false depiction of Antarctica that we commonly see today
likely originated from mapping a true flat Earth map onto a
sphere. In this conceptualization, as the map stretches over and
reaches the sphere's bottom, an inner part of Antarctica's ice wall
perimeter is merged into a fictitious landmass, purportedly
representing the South Pole. This area is referred to as the
'seventh continent' of the Earth.

This falsely fabricated landmass of Antarctica, completed our
familiar globe model we know today, implying that the Earth
has been fully mapped and explored, leaving no new territories
undiscovered.
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Can youimagine the implications of this?

This has effectively erased a massive portion of Earth's true real
estate from our entire awareness, placing it under the strict and
private control of the 1959 Antarctic Treaty. As well, this treaty
strictly prohibits all aircraft from flying anywhere near
Antarctica, thereby preventing any visual confirmation of its
true size, shape, and structure.

Lost Resources!
Admiral Byrd was quoted saying:

"Antarctica contains enough resources, including minerals, oil,
and hydroelectric power, to sustain the world for centuries.”

Whether we see Antarctica as a continent at the southern end of
a spherical Earth, or as a vast ice wall encircling our six
recognized continents, the notion that abundant resources have
been deliberately withheld is deeply troubling.

Withholding these abundant resources would allow for artificial
scarcity and resource crises to be engineered at any time,
affecting worldwide markets and populations. Such tactics could
lead to severe market fluctuations and advance deceptive
agendas with obvious implications. Furthermore, the
intentional suppression of such significant discoveries made in
the 1950s, discoveries that could profoundly change our
understanding of the world, is both baffling and alarming.

No Eyes on Antarctica

We are ultimately told that the extreme cold of this region
renders it inhospitable to most lifeforms, with only a few
indigenous plant species, penguins, and seals able to survive,
effectively making it 'no man's land.' As a result, it is declared
completely uninhabitable—a deliberate tactic to divert
attention entirely away from Antarctica and why it is
completely overlooked and excluded from broader discussions.
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Should these revelations come to light, the degree of control held
by world governments would be profoundly threatened.
Recognizing the existence of a higher authority that has been
present since time immemorial would ignite a quest for far
deeper truths, potentially sparking a true renaissance in
knowledge, understanding, and likely—rebellion!

Concealing such crucial information from world populations
opens the door to endless implications and speculation.

How Big is Antarctica?

Although the exact size of this massive ice perimeter and its
outward-extending shelf remains speculative to the public, we
can assume that worldwide governments, which have been
conducting extensive research in this region since 1959,
possess a thorough understanding of its true dimensions.

Captain Cook’s Voyage

In 1773, Captain Cook achieved the distinction of being the first
modern explorer to cross the Antarctic circle and reach the ice
barrier. Cook's plan was to navigate entirely around Antarctica,
searching for openings or passages through the ice wall.

If the Earth were a globe with a circumference of 25,000 miles at
the equator, as posited by the heliocentric model, a full circuit of
Antarctica should be around 12,000 miles.

Over the course of three voyages lasting three years and eight
days, Captain Cook and his crew covered a total distance of
60,000 miles along the Antarctic ice wall perimeter. This
voyage surpassed nearly three times the Earth's alleged
circumference, which is claimed to be 25,000 miles.
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However, a massive ice wall encircling our six continents,
potentially extending over 60,000 miles, could quite logically
explain the extreme distances traveled.

Captain James Clark Ross and Captain George Nares

Subsequent voyages led by Captain James Clark Ross and Captain
George Nares in the 19th century provided further corroboration
of Captain Cook's earlier findings.

Ross's expedition, spanning 4 years and 5 months, utilized
heavily armored warships in their quest to find a passage beyond
the southern glacial wall. Despite their efforts, no entry point
was ever discovered.

Similarly, Nares spent over 3 years circumnavigating Antarctica,
taking an admittedly indirect course, but covering nearly 69,000
miles in total. These extended journeys contradict the notion
that Antarctica is a mere 12,000-mile ice mass, as proponents of
a globe Earth assert. Needless to say, if that were the case, these
expeditions would have concluded much sooner.

Operation Fishbowl and ‘The Edge’

Operation Fishbowl “
We recall that Operation Fishbowl was a series of high-altitude
nuclear detonations in 1962. Years earlier, Admiral Byrd and his
team ascended the colossal ice wall and discovered what
constitutes 'the edge' of our enclosed system. This massive outer
boundary can be envisioned as the inner perimeter of an upside-
down bowl, defining the limits within which we exist.
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Mysteriously, soon after returning home, Admiral Byrd passed
away in his sleep from an alleged heart ailment at the age of 68.

Operation Fishbowl was not merely nuclear testing; it was a
powerful attempt to probe and examine the boundary that was
discovered encasing the Earth. This boundary was promptly
concealed following its discovery, conveniently coinciding with
the enactment of the Antarctic Treaty of 1959.

It is within this closely monitored region that ‘the edge’ of our
contained world has been concealed from our entire awareness,
along with evidence that we are subjects of a creative force.

The rapid establishment of NASA, coupled with the creation of a
fictional cosmology centered on 'outer space' and the promotion
of the heliocentric model (which depicts Earth as a spinning
globe hurtling through a boundless cosmos), was motivated by
the need to dismiss the notion that we live within a contained
system. Revealing this would clearly expose the paramount
truth hidden in Antarctica.

Again, the purpose behind this action was to proactively prevent
any acknowledgement of a creative force shaping our world,
thereby supporting the continuing narrative that we are the
result of evolutionary processes over vast spans of time through
highly improbable coincidences. Prompt measures were deemed
absolutely essential to prevent the possibility of individuals,
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equipped with appropriate cold-weather gear, aircraft, or land
vehicles, from inadvertently reaching and discovering 'the
edge' beyond the ice wall perimeter. If such an occurrence were
discovered, documented, and revealed to the world, it would
unleash an extraordinary and pivotal revelation with profound
implications.

Therefore, to prevent the discovery and subsequent disclosure of
this monumental truth over and beyond the ice wall, immediate
restrictions were imposed on all of Antarctica, ensuring that its
secrecy remained completely shielded from public awareness by
preventing any and all public access to this region.

Given that the area beyond the ice wall's perimeter remained
largely uncharted and open for exploration until the mid-
1950s, securing international cooperation through the Antarctic
Treaty of 1959 became crucial. The inclusion of as many
countries as possible was deemed essential, even amid ongoing
strained relations among participating nations, underscoring
the treaty's relevance and importance.

Nearly all nations worldwide now participate in the treaty, with
the primary objective of maintaining diligent and continual
surveillance over the vast ice wall perimeter.

As well, only government-sanctioned expeditions expressly for
'scientific research' are permitted. This stringent policy ensures
tight control over the entire ice wall perimeter and beyond,
continuing to preserve its secrecy and restricting access to
authorized parties only.

Further Exploring the Cosmos

Our revelations so far are bound to raise further questions about
many cosmological events and phenomena, including alleged
Mars landings, distant galaxies, colossal stars, the authenticity of
NASA based space images, as well as other unexplored aspects of
the celestial realm. We will continue ahead to explore some of
these untouched subjects, shedding more light on how our
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modern-day false narratives have so greatly distorted our
understanding on countless levels.

The Missing Continent

Once again, the need for visual manipulation through the
circular window of the command module during the 1969 Moon
landing mission becomes increasingly apparent. This
observation emerges from what I previously described as
“historical hindsight,” combined with the application of “a more
discerning eye.”

Its purpose was threefold: to create a deceptive portrayal of a
spherical Earth, concealing the true flat plane on which we reside,
to entirely block any view of the ice wall encircling our six
familiar continents, and to generate an artificial terminator line
that simulates a gradient type of transition between night and
day, fostering the illusion of a curved Earth surface.

Most interestingly, an exhaustive review of many authentic
images from NASA’s public image archive, captured from the
command module during the Apollo 11 mission while the
astronauts were in low Earth orbit, reveals a notable omission:
there are no photographs of Antarctica, even in part.

In contrast, the extensive NASA collection includes very clear and
precise images of North America, South America, Africa, and
much of Europe, which align perfectly with today's world maps
and accurately represent their true shape and size as we have
come to know.

The complete absence of any visual representation of
Antarctica is both intriguing and revealing. Such a glaring
omission certainly warrants a high degree of skepticism.

We can now begin to develop a much clearer and far more
comprehensive understanding of the intricate web of deceit that
has ensnared us, along with a more accurate idea of Earth's true
shape, and a far more accurate framework of cosmology.

163



Terminator Lines

Fabricating the 'curved' terminator line, manipulated through
the command module’s circular window and a sheet of paper,
was deemed essential. This necessity stemmed from the
contention that, contrary to modern-day beliefs of the Sun being
93 million miles away, it is actually small and local and produces
an entirely different terminator line than what is shown today.

The actual pattern of light and dark transitions, caused by the
Sun's rays that mark our day-to-night shift, differs significantly
from the curved terminator line depicted in the common
spherical Earth images we are shown today. Such a drastic
deviation from the commonly accepted terminator line of today
cannot be revealed in official NASA images, as doing so would
expose this critical discrepancy.

Flat Earth Illumination: True Night and Day

The image below illustrates how the Sun functions like an
overhead spotlight, moving above our flat Earth, delineating
night from day, creating its distinct circular 'imprint' on the
surface of the Earth.

Earth'’s true
terminator line

In this model, the Sun and Moon are small, local objects, and the
Earth remains stationary. Here, the transition between day and
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night does not result from the Sun setting over a perceived
horizon due to Earth's alleged curvature. Instead, the Sun and
Moon follow a consistent circular path, circumnavigating from
east to west above the flat plane of the Earth, which results in a
distinctly different terminator line.

We now understand that if the true pattern of Earth's terminator
line, or its imprint, had been captured from the command
module window during the 1969 Apollo 11 mission and shown
to us, it would not match the curved terminator line consistently
depicted in the spherical Earth model we are always shown.

As the Sun moves along its circular path and travels toward the
vanishing point of perspective, its rays begin to align almost
parallel to an observer's position. This alignment reduces the
Sun's ability to illuminate our immediate surroundings. From an
observer’s perspective, as the Sun travels further away, its rays
eventually become so parallel to the Earth that direct sunlight
can no longer reach their location.

The image above illustrates how the Sun, during its circular
circumnavigation, shrinks in size as it moves further away. This
directly challengesthe claim that the Sun is positioned 93 million
miles away from Earth, as a Sun at that distance would show no
change in size due to such an extreme remoteness. According to
the heliocentric model, the Sun's distance from Earth remains
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constant as we orbit around it, logically asserting that there
should be no noticeable changes in its apparent size. However,
the significant fluctuations observed in the Sun's size throughout
the day, as it moves across the sky, challenge this model.

The daily variations in the size of the Sun that we observe reveal
it is much closer to us than commonly believed, challenging the
vast distances proposed by the heliocentric model and NASA.

Atmospheric Exceptions

Atmospheric conditions near the horizon, such as refraction,
haze, and clouds, can artificially enlarge the Sun's apparent size.
This phenomenon, known as the 'Magnification or Magnifying
Glass Effect,' causes the Sun to appear significantly larger when
near the horizon than when it is higher in the sky.

Often resembling a wavy, shimmering mirage, this effect clearly
indicates that we are observing an artificial magnification of the
Sun, not its true size.

In summary, during a sunset, the Sun is not actually descending
behind the Earth’s alleged curvature. Instead, it moves away
toward the horizon's vanishing point.

Throughout this process, the principles of perspective come into
play: as the Sun moves further away, the angle of the incoming
sunlight becomes increasingly parallel to the observer. This
change, combined with the Sun's ever-increasing distance,
reduces the intensity of its light—leading us from day and slowly
into night.
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Circling? Ascending? Descending?

It is important to remember that the Sun does not set over a
curved horizon. Instead, it follows a repeating circular path,
consistently moving above and around our flat Earth—clearly
demonstrating its continual circumnavigation. This observation
starkly contrasts with the traditional view of a spherical Earth
where the Sun is said to set behind an alleged curvature.
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Adding to its mysterious circular circumnavigation, we can
further explore the Sun's additional movements—a complete
enigma for scientific explanation—using a timelapse camera
situated near the magnetic North Pole center of our flat Earth.

What unknown forces govern the perplexing motions of
the Sun and Moon in their daily journeys, maintaining their
perfect, mysterious, and ever-repeating trajectories?

Not only do the Sun and Moon follow a repeating circular path,
returning to their starting points in this circuit, but their
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movements also ascend and descend like a sine wave on an
oscilloscope. This observation directly contradicts the
mainstream narrative that the Sun sets beyond the horizon,
being obscured by a curved Earth.

We can clearly observe the Sun's intriguing trajectory as it
repeatedly ascends and descends while continuously circling
around us in its daily circumnavigation—identical to watching a
horse on a merry-go-round. For most of us, witnessing this
phenomenon is not possible unless we are near the Arctic Circle.

Did Eratosthenes Prove a Spherical Earth?

Parallel rays from the Sun

7-1/5 deg
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Eratosthenes was a Greek mathematician, geographer, poet, and
astronomer who lived in the 3rd century BCE. He is renowned for
his contributions across various fields, most notably his method
to estimate the Earth's circumference and to support the theory
that the Earth is spherical.

Eratosthenes' method was fundamentally based on observing
the angles of the Sun's rays at various geographical locations. On
the summer solstice, he carefully noted that at precisely noon in
Syene (now known as Aswan), vertical objects like columns did
not cast any shadows, clearly indicating that the Sun was
positioned directly overhead (called its zenith). Conversely, in
Alexandria, which is situated to the north of Syene, he observed
that vertical objects did indeed cast shadows at the same time.
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Eratosthenes attributed the differences in shadow angles to the
curvature of the Earth and used geometry and trigonometry to
calculate its circumference—assuming it was spherical.

A Second Look

Upon examining the flat Earth model and the concept of a small,
localized Sun, it becomes evident that the observed phenomena
of diverging shadows can be equally explained on a flat Earth as
the divergence of sun rays, emitted from a nearby and compact
luminary, accounts for the same observed phenomena. This
perspective explains why shadows cast by vertical objects, even
when separated by considerable distances, diverge on a flat plane.
This contrasts with the explanation provided by a spherical
Earth model, where the divergence of shadows is attributed to
curvature. The flat Earth model presents a clear alternative that
challenges the heliocentric interpretation with its assertion of a
small, local Sun.

How Do Seasons Work on a Flat Earth?

The Sun undergoes a cyclical pattern of tightening and widening
its spiral-like circumnavigation throughout the year.
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This model explains the seasonal changes observed across the
continental United States, which serves as our example. During
the summer, the Sun's path forms a smaller, more condensed
circle and moves at its slowest pace. This configuration results in
longer days and the warm temperatures typical of the season, as
the Sun is closer to us during this time. Conversely, in the winter,
the Sun follows its widest circular path and moves more quickly
across the sky, leading to shorter days and cooler temperatures
due to its greater distance from us. Autumn serves as the
transitional season, marking a gradual shift from the warm of
summer to the cold of winter.

This model also highlights the complex and precise nature of the
Sun's movements, which vary in speed throughout the year. The
complexity and precision of these patterns pose significant
challenges for scientific explanation. Despite these intriguing
movements, organizations like NASA and the broader academic
community remain silent. An open discussion of these
phenomena would necessitate far-reaching explanations and
would ultimately reveal that this phenomenon is indeed true.

Embracing Truth Amidst Shifting Paradigms

As we conclude this chapter, the contentious ideas we have
explored may not be readily accepted by all readers. The
enchantment of boundless outer space, the allure of science
fiction, the excitement of exploring other worlds, and the desire
for social acceptance and popularity can make these concepts
challenging to consider, let alone fully embrace. Only a few may
be willingto consider the unsettling revelations discussed, which
reveal the profound level of deception that has obscured the
fundamental questions about our identity, existence, and the
true nature of our world.

Considering the possibility that evidence of our origin pointsto a
deliberate design, which has been concealed to prevent us from
understanding our true place in the world, represents a
significant undertaking. It demands not only acceptance of these
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unconventional views, but also the responsibility to share this
knowledge with others. This challenging path requires us to
embrace these new truths, oppose accepted narratives, and
encourage independent exploration of these ideas. Only a small
portion of people will ultimately belong to this select group,
truly highlighting the effectiveness of today’s psychological
operations, which most of the world has so blindly accepted.

Confronting Hidden Agendas

Hollywood and the media, which shape our popular trends and
directions, are subtly steering us toward a new 'virtual world,’
once again orchestrated by that infamous group in the
shadows—the 'all-seeing eye.'

This elusive group skillfully crafts the multitude of
false realities we have adopted, defend, and now desire.

They control all major world events, shape our cultural
movements, engineer significant occurrences, and set our
ultimate direction through their vast network of media
channels. Their primary agenda is the gradual removal of any
notion of a creative force, relegating such an idea to the status of
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‘antiquated thinking.' This shift is steadily steering us toward the
'‘transhuman' agenda, where our very essence and humanity are
being supplanted by ever-advancing technology.

As we navigate the complexities of our current era, it is crucial to
acknowledge the unsettling reality that these hidden forces,
which are inherently opposed to our well-being, exert an
unprecedented influence over the formation of our belief
systems. This recognition is essential as we strive to understand
and confront the challenges posed by these powerful entities.

Let us awaken to the profound truths we have uncovered and
strive to preserve our essential human nature. Let us remain
steadfast, anchoring ourselves in tangible realities, rather than
being seduced by illusory concepts like 'infinite space' or the
notion of humanity as mere ‘evolutionary accidents.’
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Chapter 9: Cosmology 101 “Back to School”

We now shift our focus to the celestial realm above us. Previously,
we revealed that both the Sun and Moon are local objects and
significantly smaller than traditionally taught.

Additionally, we have uncovered that our earthly home is
confined within absolute limits—boundaries that have been
completely hidden from us. As we have seen, these deceptions are
part of a larger agenda to conceal evidence that we are the
products of a creative force, rather than evolutionary accidents.

In this chapter, we will accurately measure and reveal the true
distances to five common celestial objects above us:

- The Sun, Moon, Sirius, Venus, and Mars -

We contend that their officially claimed distances are grossly
exaggerated and that they are, in reality, much closer to us here
on Earth than we are told. By demonstrating that these celestial
bodies are significantly closer than contemporary astronomical
models assert, we will challenge the prevailing cosmological
narrative and reveal the true and tightly constrained structure of
the realm in which we reside.

Our aim is to metaphorically bring the sky crashing down,
exposing the profound extent to which we have been misled
about the true expanse and framework of the cosmos above.

The common belief that celestial bodies, such as stars, are ‘light-
years’ away is a fundamental component of this deception. It
reinforces the illusion of extremely distant celestial objects and
the notion of infinite space, all designed to hide the reality of our
world being contained within defined limits.

By dispelling these deceptive assertions, we strive to provide a
clearer and far more accurate understanding of cosmology,
demonstrating that it is drastically smaller and closer to us than
we have been “educated” to believe. This insight is crucial for
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reevaluating our place within the cosmos and understanding the
true nature of our celestial surroundings.

True Cosmic Distances

Our exploration goes beyond mere measurements; it seeks to
directly refute the conventional astronomical distances alleged
by modern academia. We will prove that these five celestial
objects visible in our skies are indeed part of the tightly contained
system within which we exist.

By employing a pair of high-precision theodolites, we will
conduct a series of triangulation exercises aimed at five well-
known celestial bodies, measuring their true distances.

By effectively utilizing reliable, formulaic, triangulation-based
mathematical methods, we will establish the true distances to
these celestial bodies, showcasing them as examples of how our
understanding of cosmology has been greatly misguided.

Theodolites

Theodolites are precision instruments traditionally used in
surveying and engineering to measure angles in both the
horizontal and vertical planes.

Positioned 2,200 miles apart between Napa, California and
Asheville, North Carolina, we will establish our two observation
points set to ensure the accuracy of our triangulation exercises
for determining these distances.
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This 2,200-mile separation in observation points provides a
sufficiently wide ‘baseline,’ enhancing the precision of our
angular measurements for celestial distance calculations.

Theodolite-Based Triangulation

Theodolites are equipped with telescopes that can rotate over a
graduated circle, allowing for precise angular measurements.
When two theodolites are used in tandem, separated by a known
distance, they can pinpoint the position of a celestial object by
simultaneously measuring the angles to it from each location—
known as ‘triangulation.’

Theodolite-Based Triangulation Explained

[Alignment and Measurement]: Each theodolite is carefully
aligned to target the celestial object. At a predetermined time,
observers at each station record the angle from a baseline (the
direct line between the two theodolites) to the object.

[Calculating Distance]: With the angles from both theodolites
known, and the baseline distance between them established, the
exact position of celestial objects can be calculated using basic
trigonometric principles.
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This mathematical process is similar to forming an imaginary
triangle, with the baseline as one side and the lines of sight to the
object as the other two sides. The intersection of these lines of
sight provides a highly accurate measurement of the celestial
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object relative to the two observation points and thus allows us
to calculate the distance to our five objects above.

Accuracy?

Triangulation using two calibrated theodolites provides a highly
accurate method for measuring distances to celestial objects due
to the following factors:

[Precision Instrumentation]: Modern theodolites are capable of
extremely precise angle measurements, often to fractions of a
second of arc, reducing potential errors significantly.

[Redundancy and Verification]: Using two theodolites allows for
cross-verification of data, which can help identify and correct
any anomalies or errors in the measurement process.

[Wide Baseline]: The significant distance between the two
theodolites (2,200 miles in our case) creates a wide baseline,
which enhances the accuracy of the angle measurements. A
wider baseline results in a larger triangle formed during
triangulation, which increases the sensitivity and precision of
the angle measurements, thereby improving the overall accuracy
of the distance calculation.

Employing these formulaic techniques and leveraging
high-precision instruments, we can now directly refute
conventional distances to these five celestial objects.

Starting with our first two measurements—the distances to the
Sun and Moon—we will demonstrate that these celestial bodies
are much closer to us than the commonly accepted distances of
238,000 miles for the Moon and 93 million miles for the Sun. We
will reveal that the Sun and Moon are not only at very similar
distances from us as they circumnavigate above the Earth, but
are, in fact, essentially identical in size as well. We will then
proceed to determine the true distances to two planets, Mars and
Venus, and the very well-known star Sirius, showing that all of
these celestial objects are quite close to us.
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6 Hour Sun Tracking [06/15/2024]

8:00 am (PST)/ 11:00 am (EST)

Sun Altitude from Napa, CA 23.76°
Sun Azimuth from Napa, CA 78.24°
Sun Altitude from Asheville, NC 55.24°
Sun Azimuth from Asheville, NC 100.22°
Sun Declination 23.316°
Sun RightAscension 5h35m46.92s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,373 Miles
Sun Zenith 23.32°,-171.05

8:30 am (PST)/ 11:30 am (EST)

Sun Altitude from Napa, CA 29.55°
Sun Azimuth from Napa, CA 82.39°
Sun Altitude from Asheville, NC 61.16°
Sun Azimuth from Asheville, NC 106.90°
Sun Declination 23.317°
Sun RightAscension 5h35m52.11s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,336 Miles
Sun Zenith 23.32°,-163.53°

9:00 am (PST)/ 12:00 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude from Napa, CA 35.40°
Sun Azimuth from Napa, CA 86.69°
Sun Altitude from Asheville, NC 66.84°
Sun Azimuth from Asheville, NC 115.82°
Sun Declination 23.318°
Sun RightAscension 5h35m57.30s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,304 Miles
Sun Zenith 23.32°,-156.01°

9:30 am (PST)/ 12:30 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude from Napa, CA 41.28°
Sun Azimuth from Napa, CA 91.25°
Sun Altitude from Asheville, NC 72.01°
Sun Azimuth from Asheville, NC 128.89°
Sun Declination 23.318°
Sun RightAscension 5h36m 2.50s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,276 Miles
Sun Zenith 23.32°,-148.49°

10:00 am (PST) / 1:00 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude from Napa, CA 47.15°
Sun Azimuth from Napa, CA 96.28°
Sun Altitude from Asheville, NC 76.04°
Sun Azimuth from Asheville, NC 149.43°
Sun Declination 23.319°
Sun RightAscension 5h36m7.70s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,252 Miles
Sun Zenith 23.32°,-140.97°

10:30 am (PST) / 1:30 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude from Napa, CA 52.96°
Sun Azimuth from Napa, CA 102.05°
Sun Altitude from Asheville, NC 77.73°
Sun Azimuth from Asheville, NC 179.21°
Sun Declination 23.320°
Sun RightAscension 5h36m12.89s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,233 Miles

Sun Zenith 23.32°,-133.45°

11:00 am (PST) / 2:00 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude from Napa, CA 58.62°
Sun Azimuth from Napa, CA 109.02°
Sun Altitude from Asheville, NC 76.19°
Sun Azimuth from Asheville, NC 209.32°
Sun Declination 23.321°
Sun RightAscension 5h36m18.09s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,217 Miles
Sun Zenith 23.32°,-125.92°

11:30 am (PST) / 2:30 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude from Napa, CA 64.02°
Sun Azimuth from Napa, CA 117.96°
Sun Altitude from Asheville, NC 72.24°
Sun Azimuth from Asheville, NC 230.32°
Sun Declination 23.322°
Sun RightAscension 5h36m23.28s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,204 Miles
Sun Zenith 23.32°,-118.40°

12:00 pm (PST) / 3:00 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude from Napa, CA 68.91°
Sun Azimuth from Napa, CA 130.19°
Sun Altitude from Asheville, NC 67.11°
Sun Azimuth from Asheville, NC 243.67°
Sun Declination 23.322°
Sun RightAscension 5h36m28.48s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,195 Miles
Sun Zenith 23.32°,-110.88°

12:30 pm (PST) / 3:30 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude from Napa, CA 72.80°
Sun Azimuth from Napa, CA 147.64°
Sun Altitude from Asheville, NC 61.45°
Sun Azimuth from Asheville, NC 252.74°
Sun Declination 23.323°
Sun RightAscension 5h36m33.68s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,188 Miles
Sun Zenith 23.32°,-103.36°

1:00 pm (PST) / 4:00 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude from Napa, CA 74.89°
Sun Azimuth from Napa, CA 171.42°
Sun Altitude from Asheville, NC 55.53°
Sun Azimuth from Asheville, NC 259.50°
Sun Declination 23.324°
Sun RightAscension 5h36m38.87s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,182 Miles
Sun Zenith 23.32°,-95.84
1:30 pm (PST) / 4:30 pm (EST)
Sun Altitude from Napa, CA 74.42°
Sun Azimuth from Napa, CA 197.58°
Sun Altitude from Asheville, NC 49.49°
Sun Azimuth from Asheville, NC 264.95°
Sun Declination 23.325°
Sun RightAscension 5h36m44.07s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,179 Miles
Sun Zenith 23.32°,-88.32°



6 Hour Moon Tracking [06/15-16/2024]

6:00 pm (PST)/ 9:00 pm (EST)

Moon Altitude from Napa, CA 33.42°
Moon Azimuth from Napa, CA 134.52°
Moon Altitude from Asheville, NC 47.52°
Moon Azimuth from Asheville, NC 184.97°
Moon Declination -6.174°
Moon RightAscension 12h 55m38.51s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,481 Miles
Moon Zenith -6.17°,88.91°
6:30 pm (PST)/ 9:30 pm (EST)
Moon Altitude from Napa, CA 37.16°
Moon Azimuth from Napa, CA 142.24°
Moon Altitude from Asheville, NC 46.33°
Moon Azimuth from Asheville, NC 195.58°
Moon Declination -6.290°
Moon RightAscension 12h 56m31.68s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,336 Miles
Moon Zenith -6.29°,96.63°
7:00 pm (PST)/ 10:00 pm (EST)
Moon Altitude from Napa, CA 40.25°
Moon Azimuth from Napa, CA 150.76°
Moon Altitude from Asheville, NC 44.11°
Moon Azimuth from Asheville, NC ——205.52°
Moon Declination -6.406°
Moon RightAscension 12h 57m24.86s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,239 Miles
Moon Zenith -6.41°,104.35°

7:30 pm (PST)/ 10:30 pm (EST)

Moon Altitude from Napa, CA 42.55°
Moon Azimuth from Napa, CA 160.04°
Moon Altitude from Asheville, NC 41.00°
Moon Azimuth from Asheville, NC 214.53°
Moon Declination -6.521°
Moon RightAscension 12h 58m 18.08s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,181 Miles
Moon Zenith -6.52°,112.08°

8:00 pm (PST)/ 11:00 pm (EST)

Moon Altitude from Napa, CA 43.94°
Moon Azimuth from Napa, CA 169.92°
Moon Altitude from Asheville, NC 37.16°
Moon Azimuth from Asheville, NC 222.57°
Moon Declination -6.637°
Moon RightAscension 12h59m11.36s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,158 Miles
Moon Zenith -6.64°,119.80°

8:30 pm (PST)/ 11:30 pm (EST)

Moon Altitude from Napa, CA 44.32°
Moon Azimuth from Napa, CA 180.13°
Moon Altitude from Asheville, NC 32.75°
Moon Azimuth from Asheville, NC 229.69°
Moon Declination -6.753°
Moon RightAscension 13h0m4.65s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,169 Miles
Moon Zenith -6.75°,127.52°
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9:00 pm (PST)/ 12:00 am (EST)

Moon Altitude from Napa, CA 43.68°
Moon Azimuth from Napa, CA 190.28°
Moon Altitude from Asheville, NC 24.93°
Moon Azimuth from Asheville, NC 247.99°
Moon Declination -6.868°
Moon RightAscension 13h0m57.98s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,215 Miles
Moon Zenith -6.87°,135.24°

9:30 pm (PST)/ 12:30 am (EST)

Moon Altitude from Napa, CA 42.05°
Moon Azimuth from Napa, CA 200.02°
Moon Altitude from Asheville, NC 22.71°
Moon Azimuth from Asheville, NC 241.68°
Moon Declination -6.984°
Moon RightAscension 13h1m51.37s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,300 Miles
Moon Zenith -6.98°,142.96°

10:00 pm (PST) / 1:00 am (EST)

Moon Altitude from Napa, CA 39.54°
Moon Azimuth from Napa, CA 209.11°
Moon Altitude from Asheville, NC 17.27°
Moon Azimuth from Asheville, NC 246.82°
Moon Declination -7.099°
Moon RightAscension 13h2m44.78s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,431 Miles
Moon Zenith -7.10°,150.69°

10:30 pm (PST) / 1:30 am (EST)

Moon Altitude from Napa, CA 36.26°
Moon Azimuth from Napa, CA 217.39°
Moon Altitude from Asheville, NC 11.65°
Moon Azimuth from Asheville, NC 251.56°
Moon Declination -7.214°
Moon RightAscension 13h3m38.23s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,620 Miles
Moon Zenith -7.21°,158.41°

11:00 pm (PST) /2:00 am (EST)

Moon Altitude from Napa, CA 32.36°
Moon Azimuth from Napa, CA 224.87°
Moon Altitude from Asheville NC———5.93°
Moon Azimuth from Asheville, NC 256.00°
Moon Declination -7.330°
Moon RightAscension 13h4m31.74s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,887 Miles
Moon Zenith -7.33°,166.13°

11:30 pm (PST) / 2:30 am (EST)

Moon Altitude from Napa, CA 27.96°
Moon Azimuth from Napa, CA 231.60°
Moon Altitude from Asheville, NC——0.40°
Moon Azimuth from Asheville, NC 260.24°
Moon Declination -7.445°
Moon RightAscension 13h5m25.27s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 3,268 Miles
Moon Zenith -7.45°,173.86°



Moon Phases [June 01-30, 2024]

We can now see that the Moon's ascending and descending
variations are far more pronounced than those of the Sun, which
moves up and down much less in its path of travel. This explains
why the angle of illumination on the Moon varies to such a
degree. The Moon's more pronounced vertical ascension and
descension is what changes the angle of its received light onto its
surface. Again, we can visualize the paths and movements of the
Sun and Moon over the Earth as circumnavigating sine waves.
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New Moons and Full Moons Explained

During a new moon, the Sun is positioned behind the Moon,
slightly offset above or below it, rendering the Moon invisible to
an observer on Earth, as only the rear side of the Moon is
illuminated. During a full moon, the Sun and Moon are
positioned 180 degrees opposite of each other across Earth, at
their maximum separation in the lunar cycle, allowing the Sun to
fully illuminate the face of the Moon that we see from Earth.

New Moon [06/06/2024] - 8:00 pm (PST) 11:00 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 4.62°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 295.70°
Sun Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 21.82°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 323.04°
Sun Declination 22.793°
Sun RightAscension 5h2m 56.69s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,208 miles
Sun Zenith 22.79°,0.74°
[ Sun and Moon Distance of Separation — 636 Miles ]

Moon Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 12.59°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 295.36°
Moon Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 14.29°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 319.85°
Moon Declination 28.103°
Moon RightAscension 5h35m13.62s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,338 miles
Moon Zenith 28.10°,8.81°
Full Moon [06/21/2024] - 8:00 pm (PST) 11:00 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 5.57°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 295.73°
Sun Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 20.89°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 322.75°
Sun Declination 23.435°
Sun RightAscension 6h 5m 14.04s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,421 Miles
Sun Zenith 23.43°,16.31°

[ Sun and Moon Distance of Separation — 12,089 Miles ]
Moon Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 10.36°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 118.92°
Moon Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 15.27°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 144.60°
Moon Declination -28.358°
Moon RightAscension 18h9m 53.15s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,318 Miles
Moon Zenith -28.36°,-162.53°
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The Sun and Moon Revisited

The Sun and Moon are localized objects and identical in their
actual sizes, contrary to the claims of modern-day astronomy
and NASA. As well, no level of corrective refraction or other
“scientific” attempts to establish a compensating phenomenon
could possibly substantiate their stated distances of 93 million
miles for the Sun and 238,000 miles for the Moon. They are
small, local objects compared to the Earth.

[Question to AI]: T have conducted triangulation tests to measure
the distances to the Sun and Moon, using a 2,200-mile baseline
between Napa, CA, and Asheville, NC. I utilized simultaneous
azimuths and angles of elevation from each point on this
baseline. Is this an accurate method to determine their true
distances using trigonometry?

[AI]: Using triangulation with a baseline of 2,200 miles is a valid
method for measuring the distances to the Sun and Moon.
However, there may become a need to account for refraction. For
the Sun in this case, inaccuracies are usually minimal, typically
less than 1%. For the Moon, inaccuracies can be larger, especially
near the horizon, where they might be as high as 2%.

[End of chat]
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Sirius, Venus and Mars

Now, let us examine the true distances to three well-known
celestial objects: the planets Venus and Mars, and the brightest
star in the night sky, Sirius.

Sirius [01/01/2024] - 1:30 am (PST) / 4:30 am (EST)

32.50°

Sirius Altitude Angle from Napa, CA
Sirius Azimuth Anglefrom Napa, CA

201.80°

13.33°

Sirius Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC
Sirius Azimuth Anglefrom Asheville, NC

237.50°

Sirius Declination

16.71667°

Sirius RightAscension

6h 45m Os°

Sirius Altitude Above Earth

2,531 Miles

Sirius Zenith

Venus [01/01/2024] - 5:30 am (PST) / 8:30 am (EST)

16.72°,138.75°

Venus Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 9.60°
Venus Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 123.40°
Venus Altitude Anglefrom Asheville, NC 32.10°
Venus Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 156.80°
Venus Declination -18.85167°
Venus RightAscension 16h 5m 15.7s
Venus Altitude Above Earth 2,158 Miles
Venus Zenith -18.85°,-51.18°

Mars [07/01/2024] - 3:00 am (PST) / 6:00 am (EST)

Mars Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 5.00°
Mars Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 73.90°
Mars Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 36.30°
Mars Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 96.40°
Mars Declination 15.70°
Mars RightAscension 2h 54m 58.0s
Mars Altitude Above Earth 4,426 Miles
Mars Zenith 15.70°,73.74°
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Sirius, Venus and Mars Revisited

As we can clearly see, the commonly stated distances to these
three celestial objects—approximately 25 million miles for
Venus, 140 million miles for Mars, and 5.879 trillion miles for the
star Sirius, are all shown to be very local to us within the
constrained system in which we reside. These distances have
been greatly exaggerated to support the concept of a vast,
seemingly endless universe, rather than the enclosed system we
have demonstrated in our extensive examination.

Polaris?

Out of sheer curiosity, after numerous triangulation exercises to
determine the true distances to various celestial bodies, I recalled
that Polaris, the "Pole Star," is nearly at the exact center of our
celestial sphere. Positioned almost directly above the North Pole,
it isjust under 1 degree from our celestial center.

[01/01/2024] Using the same baseline points, I once again
triangulated at midnight from Napa, CA and Asheville, NC. The
calculation revealed that Polaris is approximately 2,781 miles
above the center of our Earth at a zenith of 89.27°,90.50°.
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Mercury, Jupiter, Saturn, Uranus, Neptune, Pluto?

After triangulating the distances to the planets Mars and Venus,
it naturally raised the question: what about the distances to the

remaining six planets?

Mercury [01/25/2024] - 7:00 am (PST) / 10:00 am (EST)

Mercury Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 7.90°
Mercury Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 127.80°
Mercury Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 28.80°
Mercury Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 160.50°
Mercury Declination -22.9847°
Mercury RightAscension 19h 1m 38.6s°
Mercury Altitude Above Earth 2,930 Miles
Mercury Zenith -22.98°,45.41°

Jupiter [07/17/2024] - 3:00 am (PST) / 6:00 am (EST)

Jupiter Altitude Angle from Napa, CA

1.20°

Jupiter Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA

63.30°

Jupiter Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC
Jupiter Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC

30.80°
84.50°

Jupiter Declination
Jupiter RightAscension

14.3525°
9h 34m 58.8s°

Jupiter Altitude Above Earth
Jupiter Zenith

Saturn [07/17/2024] - 3:00 am (PST) / 6:00 am (EST)

Saturn Altitude Angle from Napa, CA

2,396 Miles
14.35°,173.75°

38.80°

Saturn Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA
Saturn Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC

144.50°
46.40°

Saturn Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC
Saturn Declination

198.40°
18.7914°

Saturn RightAscension
Saturn Altitude Above Earth

23h 22m 8.5s°
3,124 Miles

Saturn Zenith

Uranus [01/01/2024] - 12:00 am (PST) / 3:00 am (EST)

18.79°,50.54°

Uranus Altitude Angle from Napa, CA
Uranus Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA

40.50°
259.70°

Uranus Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC
Uranus Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC

8.90°
284.80°

17.1839°

Uranus Declination
Uranus RightAscension

3h6m41.5s°

Uranus Altitude Above Earth

Uranus Zenith

2,346 Miles
17.18°,61.67°
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Neptune [06/01/2024] - 4:30 am (PST) / 7:30 am (EST)

Neptune Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 22.70°
Neptune Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 111.40°
Neptune Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 48.80°
Neptune Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 149.60°
Neptune Declination -0.5847°
Neptune RightAscension 23h 59m 33.5s°
Neptune Altitude Above Earth 4,168 Miles
Neptune Zenith -0.58°,52.39°
Pluto[07/01/2024] - 3:00 am (PST) / 6:00 am (EST)

Pluto Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 28.60°
Pluto Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 183.80°
Pluto Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 18.40°
Pluto Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 221.80°
Pluto Declination -22.9639°
Pluto RightAscension 20h 16m 0.3s°
Pluto Altitude Above Earth 2,419 Miles
Pluto Zenith -22.96°,-26.00°

Planets are quite evidently something entirely different from
what we have been told, as it becomes apparent that all celestial
objects that we see in the heavens above are, in fact, quite small,

if not tiny, in comparison to our earthly home.

What Then Are Planets?

In ancient cultures, planets were known as 'wandering stars'
because they appeared as distinct objects in the sky and moved
entirely different. Unlike stars, which trace continuous circles in
the sky, as seen in circumpolar star trails, planets follow unique
"spirograph" patterns, each with their own distinct path.




These patterns are entirely independent of the stars' motion,
while still resembling stars themselves—hence their ancient
name “wandering stars.”

We can now recognize that modern claims of planets being large
"terra firma" that can be ‘landed on,’ such as with alleged rovers
on Mars, are quite obviously fallacious claims entirely.

Solar Eclipses: Refuting Modern Astronomy

ECLIPSE

April 8. 2824

Across history, solar eclipses have always shown the Sun and
Moon to appear equal in size from an observer's perspective
during alignment. We are told that this is simply a convenient
illusion, where the much larger Sun, as alleged in modern times,
is at a perfectly distant separation from the much smaller Moon
to create the illusion that they are identical in size.

During the April 8, 2024 solar eclipse, triangulation exercises
revealed that the Sun and the Moon were less than 39 miles
apart during their angled alignment and only differed by 21
miles in altitude as we will see in the following data. This starkly
contrasts modern astronomy's claim that the Sun is 400 times
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larger than the Moon and reveals that both the Sun and the Moon
are local objects of equal size. Azimuth, elevation, and
declination data were obtained from suncalc.org, mooncalc.org,
and heavens-above.com, which are three very popular websites
that can help anyone in forming triangulation data for celestial
object distance calculations.

Solar Eclipse [04/08/2024]-11:51 am (PST) / 2:51 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 54.42°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 144.47°
Sun Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 56.67°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 217.63°
Sun Declination 7.603°
Sun RightAscension 1h11m 42.86s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,250 Miles
Sun Zenith 7.60°,179.32°
Moon Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 54.19°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 143.91°
Moon Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 56.58°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 217.86°
Moon Declination 8.062°
Moon RightAscension 1h12m 13.14s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,271 Miles
Moon Zenith 8.06°,179.20°

All New Moons are Solar Eclipses (Somewhere)

& .

When comparing new moons and solar eclipses, the key
difference is their relative positions and separation. During a
non-eclipsing new moon, the Sun is positioned considerably
lower than the Moon, causing the projected shadow to be cast
upwards and out of sight.
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Conversely, during a solar eclipse, the Sun is positioned level with
or higher than the Moon, causing the shadow to be projected
down to us on Earth—qualifying as a solar eclipse. In essence, all
new moons are solar eclipses, depending on where the shadow is
projected: upwards, away from us, or downwards, onto us, where
its imprint can be perceived.

Lunar Eclipses: How They Actually Happen

Modern astronomy defines a lunar eclipse as occurring when the
Earth comes directly between the Sun and the Moon, causing the
Earth's shadow to completely cover the Moon.

Modern Astronomy
Lunar Eclipse Depiction

While modern astronomy and the heliocentric model offer a
seemingly logical explanation for lunar eclipses at first glance, it
is important to recognize that a flat-plane, geocentric model
provides us with a far more fitting explanation of their
occurrence, especially when considering the consistent and
inherent color shift observed during all lunar eclipses.

Upon closer examination, we will find numerous issues with
modern astronomy’s official explanation of how a lunar eclipse
occurs.
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First, the Moon remains illuminated during lunar eclipses, even
when it is said to be fully engulfed by the Earth's shadow during
a total lunar eclipse—according to the heliocentric model.
Although the Moon is not as bright during lunar eclipses, it is far
from being completely obscured, which we would expect if it
were entirely consumed by the Earth's shadow. This raises
obvious skepticism about the traditional definition of a lunar
eclipse as to how it can remain illuminated to any degree if
completely engulfed in a shadow.

Second, as mentioned earlier, lunar eclipses always involve a
color shift, even during partial eclipses. A total lunar eclipse
shows the most significant color change, with the Moon taking
on a reddish or copper hue, commonly referred to as a "blood
moon." This phenomenon is quite revealing. We will soon
examine why this color shift occurs and how it can still happen
during the peak of a total lunar eclipse, when the Earth's
shadow is said to be at its greatest extent.

Third, historical records have shown that during a total lunar
eclipse, both the Sun and Moon have both been observed above
the horizon simultaneously. This is key to what we will explore
moving forward and entirely contradicts the globe Earth model,
which requires the Earth to be directly between the Sun and the
Moon, casting a complete shadow on the Moon as claimed.

Last, in official NASA and modern astronomy depictions of how a
lunar eclipse works, we immediately see inherent issues with
the direction of sun rays. An omnidirectional light source, such
as the Sun, emits light rays at 90-degree angles directly away
from its surface equally in all directions. This is fundamental to
an omnidirectional light source, as shown below.
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Light rays from an omnidirectional light source always extend
outwards equally in all directions. This can be demonstrated by
painting the top hemisphere of a light bulb blue and the bottom
hemisphere red. We would not see the top blue hemisphere
casting blue rays downwards or the bottom red hemisphere
casting red rays upwards.

This is essentially what is illustrated in official depictions of a
lunar eclipse, entirely misdirecting how sun rays are emitted, as
shown below.

Fictitious Sun Ray Directions

Parallel Sun Rays

In the heliocentric model, the Sun is said to be situated 93 million
miles away from Earth, which implies that any sun rays reaching
Earth should be parallel and certainly not diverging or
converging in towards each other, contrary to what is depicted
in official representations by NASA and modern astronomy.

If the heliocentric model were valid, parallel sun rays would
engulf the entire Moon in Earth’s full shadow, making it
completely invisible with no tint of color or any illumination
on its surface, contrary to what we see during all lunar eclipses.
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Lunar Eclipses and Full Moons

It is important to note that lunar eclipses only occur during the
"full moon" phase of moon cycles, without exception. This is key
to understand as we move forward to compare a full moon
featuring a total lunar eclipse with a full moon entirely absent of
alunar eclipse, further revealing how lunar eclipses work.

During lunar eclipses, the Sun and the Moon are approximately
8,500 to 12,500 miles apart when they are in 180 degrees of
opposition to each other across the Earth, depending on the
time of year. As well, both the Sun and Moon remain above the
Earth's surface, as would be expected on a flat Earth.

Lunar Eclipses: Real World Data

We will now examine the details of a recent total lunar eclipse
from November 8, 2022, termed a “blood moon,” and then
compare those details to a non-eclipsing full moon shortly
thereafter. This comparison will highlight key differences that
will enhance our understanding of how lunar eclipses actually
occur and why all full moons are not always lunar eclipses.

Again, using precise data from suncalc.org, mooncalc.org, and
heavens-above.com, I derived the necessary information to
further explain how lunar eclipses occur.
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Total Lunar Eclipse “Full Moon” [11/08/2022]
2:58 am (PST) / 5:58 am (EST)

Sun Altitude Angle from Napa, CA

44.22°
74.98°

Sun Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA
Sun Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC

12.82°

Sun Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC
Sun Declination

101.47°
16.632°

Sun RightAscension
Sun Altitude Above Earth

14h 54m 11.61s

Sun Zenith

2,358 Miles

16.63°,-76.95°

43.60°

Moon Altitude Angle from Napa, CA
Moon Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA

255.31°

Moon Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC
Moon Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC

11.95°
281.71°

Moon Declination

16.848°

2h 53m 45.99s

Moon RightAscension
Moon Altitude Above Earth

2,363 Miles

Moon Zenith

Non-Eclipsing “Full Moon” [12/07/2022]
8:59 pm (PST) / 11:59 pm (EST)

Sun Altitude Angle from Napa, CA

16.85°,102.94°
L

%TIET

48.34°

Sun Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA
Sun Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC

278.46°
76.19°

Sun Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC

337.29°

Sun Declination

-22.712°

Sun RightAscension

16h 59m 29.78s

Sun Altitude Above Earth
Sun Zenith

2,210 Miles
-22I.71°, -135.38°

Moon Altitude Angle from Napa, CA

49.16°
94.64°

Moon Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA
Moon Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC

78.64°

151.79°

Moon Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC
Moon Declination

25.590°

Moon RightAscension
Moon Altitude Above Earth

4h 59m 54.03s

Moon Zenith

2,394 Miles
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Latitudinal Separation and Altitude

We can see that during a full moon total lunar eclipse, the two
latitudes of -16.63° for the Sun and 16.85° for the Moon are very
close, within 1.31% of difference in latitudinal separation.

When we compare the non-eclipsing full moon, the two latitudes
of -22.71° for the Sun and 25.59° for the Moon are far from aligned
with each other at a difference of 11.92% in latitudinal
separation—not allowing for a lunar eclipse to occur.

Looking further, in my review of 6 other total lunar eclipses, I
found that the percentage of latitudinal separation must be less
than 7% for a total lunar eclipse to occur and under 10% for a
partial lunar eclipse to occur.

If the latitudinal separation is greater, there is no eclipse to any
degree outside of the 10% range of latitudinal separation.

Lunar Eclipses and Color

As explained earlier, understanding the distinct color inherent
to all lunar eclipses will further reinforce an accurate
explanation of how lunar eclipses occur, contrary to the
explanations by NASA and modern astronomy.

Let us ask AI an interesting question:

[Question to AI]: Could you please provide a brief summary of
what happens during a sunset and explain why the sky is
distinctly colored as we see during all sunsets?

[AI]: During a sunset, the Sun's light passes through more
atmosphere, scattering shorter wavelengths (blue and violet) out
of the direct line of sight and allowing longer wavelengths (red,
orange, and yellow) to dominate. This effect, combined with the
presence of atmospheric particles and the angle of the Sun,
creates the distinct colors we see during sunsets.

[End of chat]
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Lunar Eclipses are Sunsets on The Moon

Did the heading just give it away? To put it plainly, and as will
soon be substantiated through historical triangulation data
provided at the end of this chapter:

A lunar eclipse is a sunset projected onto the Moon.

This occurs on the rare occasion when the angle of the Sun’s rays
passes through the light-scattering and refracting atmosphere,
as during a typical sunset, but aligns perfectly to project its
sunset directly onto the Moon's surface for the very brief period
of a lunar eclipse. This explains the identical color range we see
on the Moon during a lunar eclipse, similar to a sunset, where
shades of red and orange are cast onto its surface.

This is not a spherical Earth eclipsing the Sun’s rays to produce
a shadow on the Moon, as we never lose sight of the Moon, and
there would be no color imparted onto it during a full shadow
absent of any illumination. The official explanation by NASA and
modern astronomy of a lunar eclipse is based on erroneous
optical phenomena asserted and inapplicable criteria.

What About the Shadow We See?

One of the toughest challenges I faced in refuting NASA and
modern astronomy was identifying the true mechanisms of a
lunar eclipse. The biggest stumbling block was acknowledging
the distinct shadow we see before the reddish tint appears. This
was admittedly the most formidable challenge, as the shadow
completely follows the logic of the Earth blocking the Sun’s rays
onto the Moon’s surface in a heliocentric model.

Living in an elevated area, one of the most fascinating
phenomena I have repeatedly observed since childhood is
watching the final moments of a sunset at higher elevations,
where the reddish tint is most extreme and unmistakably
mimics the exact color of a blood orange, just as we see during
the peak of a total lunar eclipse.
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One aspect that connected the dots for me in the final moments
of thisbook was remembering that the deepest color imparted by
sunsets at high elevations stopped at the blood orange range on
the trees and leaves where the Sun's rays landed, and then
gradually lost more and more illumination until nothing
remained of the sunset. I have always been fascinated with the
final blood orange color that remained and then was slowly lost.

Remember that during a full moon, which is fundamentally what
a lunar eclipse is, we observe a process where the Moon loses a
great deal of illumination, resembling a shadow, before it
becomes illuminated again with a distinct blood orange hue. This
is the reverse of what I have observed many times throughout my
life when watching the final moments of a sunset.

When the proper lunar eclipse latitudinal alignment begins, the
Sun’s specific angle of illumination across Earth, combined with
its vast distance and the maximum amount of obstructive
atmospheric debris along its course, is not sufficient to traverse
this great distance and cast its sunset onto the Moon’s surface,
thus forming a shadow. This is the most disadvantaged point for
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the Sun’s rays to complete the longjourney to the Moon, resulting
in a different type of shadow—a brief lack of amplitude in the
Sun’s rays to illuminate the Moon. Thus, instead of a spherical
Earth blocking the Sun’s rays and casting a shadow onto the
Moon’s surface, this is actually a case where the Sun's rays are
diminished to such a degree during their vast journey across the
Earth to produce a shadow by an entirely different method.

Continuing on, as the angle of the Sun’s rays slowly changes and
gradually traverses less of the atmosphere, the amount of
illumination slowly increases while carrying the signature blood
orange hue of the Sun’s rays onto the Moon, effectively projecting
a sunset onto its surface. This hue grows more pronounced until
reaching its peak of illumination and its distinct color, while the
Sun is at the optimal angle and latitudinal separation.

Soon after, as the color-refracted portion of the Sun’s rays moves
away from the Moon, it gradually transitions back to a typical
bright white full moon, since only the usual white sunlight is
now aligned with it.

What we observe during a lunar eclipse is a high-elevation
sunset as we see on Earth, but in reverse order and angled to
land perfectly on the Moon’s surface instead of Earth’s.

As the eclipse approaches its end, the blood orange tint gradually
fades from the Moon’s face, replaced by its usual bright white
sunlight, returning it to a typical full moon. Partial lunar eclipses
arethe same, except their alignment is not aligned enough to cast
the full effect of the initial loss in illumination followed by the
blood orange hue we would see during a total lunar eclipse.
Understanding that a lunar eclipse is abit of a misnomer, perhaps
a more fitting name for lunar eclipses might be 'lunar sunsets'?

On the following pages, I have provided data for six historical
total lunar eclipses to help demonstrate the very close
latitudinal separation required for a total lunar eclipse to occur.
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Historical Reference: “Total” Lunar Eclipses (1-

[1] Total Lunar Eclipse [01/20-21/2019]
9:12 pm (PST) / 12:12 am (EST)

2)

Sun Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 45.58°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 280.60°
Sun Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 73.09°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 335.58°
Sun Declination -19.963°
Sun RightAscension 20h 12m16.77s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 3,013 Miles
Sun Zenith

Moon Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 45.04°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 100.12°
Moon Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 73.13°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 155.02° 7
Moon Declination 20.338° %
Moon RightAscension 8h12m 27.95s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,206 Miles
Moon Zenith 20.34°,96.12°
| I——

[2] Total Lunar Eclipse [01/31/2018]
5:29 am (PST) / 8:29 am (EST)

Sun Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 21.01°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 95.91°
Sun Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 9.96°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 119.71°
Sun Declination -17.295°
Sun RightAscension 20h 56m 18.69s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,640 Miles
Sun Zenith -17.30°,51.33°

-19.96°,-83.93°
N

Moon Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 19.84°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 275.69°
Moon Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 11.19°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 299.53°
Moon Declination 16.998°
Moon RightAscension 8h56m2.95s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 3,485 Miles
Moon Zenith
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Historical Reference: “Total” Lunar Eclipses (3-4)

[3] Total Lunar Eclipse [05/26/2021]
5:19 am (PST) / 8:19 am (EST)

Sun Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 6.13°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 56.79°
Sun Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 22.39°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 79.23°
Sun Declination 21.215°
Sun RightAscension 4h 14m 14.29s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 3,960 Miles
Sun Zenith 21.21°,128.31°

I
Moon Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 5.91°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 236.51°
Moon Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 22.58°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 259.12° g
Moon Declination -20.906° :\o‘
Moon RightAscension 16h17m15.76s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 3,327 Miles
Moon Zenith -20.91°,-50.93°

|
[4] Total Lunar Eclipse [10/08/2014]
3:55 am (PST) / 6:55 am (EST)
Sun Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 38.36°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 62.85°
Sun Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 8.16°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 91.55°
Sun Declination -5.942°
Sun RightAscension 12h 55m 34.64s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 3,802 Miles
Sun Zenith -5|.94°, -122.36°
Moon Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 37.76°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 243.28°
Moon Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 7.33°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 271.91° 2
Moon Declination 6.309° £
Moon RightAscension Oh 55m 8.24s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 3,015 Miles
Moon Zenith 6.31°,57.53°
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Historical Reference: “Total” Lunar Eclipses (5-6)

[5] Total Lunar Eclipse [05/15-16/2022]

9:11 pm (PST) / 12:11 am (EST)

Sun Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 10.65°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 304.83°
Sun Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 32.49°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 338.74°
Sun Declination 19.088°
Sun RightAscension 3h31m 48.82s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,158 Miles
Sun Zenith 19.09°,-4.30°
R
Moon Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 9.56°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 125.06°
Moon Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 31.43°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 158.92° o
Moon Declination -19.326° ¢
Moon RightAscension 15h31m26.41s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,166 Miles
Moon Zenith -19.33°,175.61°

[6] Lunar Eclipse [04/14-15/2014]
11:46 pm (PST) / 2:46 am (EST)

Sun Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 38.19°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 333.55°
Sun Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 41.27°
Sun Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 25.16°
Sun Declination 9.761°
Sun RightAscension 1h33m 32.18s
Sun Altitude Above Earth 2,162 Miles
Sun Zenith 9.76°,4.88°

Moon Altitude Angle from Napa, CA 37.51°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Napa, CA 154.29°
Moon Altitude Angle from Asheville, NC 40.23°
Moon Azimuth Angle from Asheville, NC 205.80°
Moon Declination -9.898°
Moon RightAscension 13h31m13.14s
Moon Altitude Above Earth 2,180 Miles
Moon Zenith -9.90°,-175.70°
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Chapter 10: What Now? Where To?

I expect that very few readers have made it to this point, and
those who have are likely either ones who escaped the maze
before myself or already had some of these paths figured out,
with me serving as a partial guide for others.

Would you even want these new truths to begin with, or does
the modern-day science fiction narrative suit your needs and
worldview best? Many people I have talked with have admittedly
stated that if either were a definitive choice, they would find
themselves happiest ‘in the matrix,’ as often coined.

My entire motivation for this book was my fervent desire to cast
considerable doubt on the official world directive and guide
readers out of the seemingly endless false realities and deceptive
paths engineered in our world to mislead us that we are nothing
more than random evolutionary accidents.

If you had two choices: Would you want to be the result of
random, naturalistic, happenstance circumstances with no
innate value in the end?

Or... seek the creator?
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Free Electronic Edition (eBook)
https://tinyurl.com/escapingthemaze

(=] 2 ]

Printed Book on Amazon (Standard Edition)
https://tinyurl.com/escapingthemaze-amazon

Printed Book on Amazon (Deluxe Color Edition)
https://tinyurl.com/escapingthemaze-color-amazon
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