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view of the world as their pagan, idolatrous neighbors 
had. While that might possibly be true of pagan 
idolatrous Israelites, there is no sound reason to think 
that it is true of Israelites who clung to God’s Word. 

But these statements and diagrams are also 
the result of taking the statements of the pagans 
as literal—as representing what they actually 
believed—rather than expressing their thoughts in 
non-literal language, just as the Bible often does in 
poetic texts (e.g., “the Lord is my rock and fortress”) 
or in some of Jesus’ statements (e.g., “I am the 
door.”). These flat-earth, solid-dome teachings and 
diagrams are therefore a serious misinterpretation 

of Scripture.
The Bible does not teach any of these views about 

the flat-earth structure of the earth and the domed 
heavens. These differing diagrams in the Logos Bible 
software are highly inaccurate representations of 
what the Bible teaches.  

Conclusions

It is clear from this study that most Bible scholars 
who comment on the raqiya‘ in Genesis 1 have not paid 
enough careful attention to all the uses of raqiya‘ in 
Genesis 1 and to other relevant verses. Instead, they 
tell the church that the ancient Israelites believed 
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Fig. 4. Supposed ancient Hebrew view of Day 2, 
taken from Logos Bible Software 8:14, under “Media 
Resources” for Genesis 1:6, called “The Days of Creation” 
in Faithlife Study Bible Infographics. 
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Fig. 5. Supposed ancient Hebrew view of Day 4, 
taken from Logos Bible Software 8:14, under “Media 
Resources” for Genesis 1:6, called “The Days of 
Creation” in Faithlife Study Bible Infographics. 

Fig. 3. Supposed ancient Hebrew view of the Creation Week, taken from Logos Bible Software 8:14, under “Media 
Resources” for Genesis 1:6, called “The Days of Creation” in Faithlife Study Bible Infographics. 
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(because they thought Genesis 1 teaches) that there 
is a hard, metal-like dome over the atmosphere of the 
earth that contains the sun, moon, stars, clouds, and 
birds. That simply is not what the text teaches. Put 
simply, the Bible does not support these ideas:
1. That the raqiya‘ is simply the earth’s atmosphere

alone.
2. That the raqiya‘ is a hard shell covering the

atmosphere over a flat earth.
3. That the waters above the raqiya‘ are the clouds in

the atmosphere or a vapor canopy at the top of the
atmosphere.
Because the English words “sky” and “heaven”

and the Hebrew word for “heaven” (shamayim) 
have multiple meanings, we cannot get a precise 
understanding of the raqiya‘ simply by looking at 
the various meanings of shamayim or shechaqim 
in Hebrew or “heaven” and “sky” in English Bible 
versions. Nor can we get a proper understanding of 
what the raqiya‘ is and where it is located simply 
by looking at the meaning of the associated verb, 
raqa‘. We must look carefully at all the biblical uses 
of the word raqiya‘. Most of the scholars above (and 
more I could cite) have not done so, or if they have 
looked at all the uses of that noun, then they have not 
examined the text carefully enough.

In light of this study, I conclude that the raqiya‘ 
made on Day 2 is not just the sky or atmosphere 

where the birds and airplanes fly, but is also (and 
largely) where the sun, moon, and stars are and 
move, i.e., what we call “outer space” today.  Nor 
are the clouds in the atmosphere equivalent to what 
Genesis calls “the waters above.”28  

What we call today “the atmosphere” is called in 
Genesis 1 “the face of” the raqiya‘.  It is part of the 
raqiya‘, for according to Genesis 1:6–8 the raqiya‘ 
extends from the water on the surface of the earth 
to the waters above the raqiya‘. But the atmosphere 
is a very thin part of the raqiya‘. The birds flying in 
the atmosphere are flying over the earth and across/
over/upon the face of the raqiya‘. Or as we look up, 
we perceive that the birds are closer to us than the 
clouds, moon, sun, and stars, and hence we could say 
that they are flying “in front of” the raqiya‘. To grasp 
what I am suggesting, think of the earth.

The “surface (face) of the earth,” where people, 
plants, and animals live (even those that live in 
the ground or deep in the oceans), is a very thin 
perimeter or layer or veneer of the earth (very thin 
compared to the radius of the earth). The surface of 
the earth is part of the earth, of course, but a very 
tiny part of it. 

So too, the “face” of the raqiya‘, is the relatively 
very thin inside perimeter or veneer of the raqiya‘. I 
suggest that the atmosphere is like the inside surface 
of a donut (the kind with a hole in the middle). We 
could say that the hole represents the earth. The 
donut (what you bite into) represents the raqiya‘ 
(i.e., outer space) and the outside perimeter of the 
donut represents the outer boundary of the universe 
(“the waters above” the raqiya‘). That inside surface 
of the donut (facing the hole of the donut) is part 
of the donut. An ant on the inside surface is not in 
the donut but walking across the face of the donut. 
Likewise, the atmosphere is part of the raqiya‘ (the 
face of the raqiya‘), but a very small or thin part.  
Consider the diagram in fig. 7 to partially illustrate 
in a two-dimensional way what I think Genesis 1 
teaches three-dimensionally (where the “expanse” is 
the raqiya‘).

Therefore, the waters “above the expanse” (i.e., 
“above the highest heavens,” as Psalm 148:4 says) 
are at the outer boundary of the universe.29 But 
Scripture never calls those waters “a sea.” We have 
no biblical basis to say how much water is above the 
heaven or how thick that watery boundary is.

As I noted at the beginning, in the past, some 
creationists have argued that a vapor (or liquid water 
or ice) canopy existed in the upper atmosphere before 

Day 5

Night Night
Day

And God said, “Let the waters swarm with swarms of living 
creatures, and let birds fly over the earth across the face

of the vaulted dome of heaven.”

Small birds
Larger birds

Fig. 6. Supposed ancient Hebrew view of Day 5, 
taken from Logos Bible Software 8:14, under “Media 
Resources” for Genesis 1:6, called “The Days of Creation” 
in Faithlife Study Bible Infographics.

28 For further study and possible scientific implications of this understanding of the raqiya‘, Faulkner (2016).
29 This understanding is part of the basis for Dr. Russell Humphreys’ young-earth creationist “white hole cosmology,” which is his 
theory for explaining how we can see the light from stars or galaxies that are millions or billions of light-years distant from us, if 
the universe is only about 6,000 years old (as the Bible clearly teaches). I am indebted to him for stimulating my initial thinking 
on this subject of the raqiya‘. See the discussion about the raqiya‘ in Humphreys (1994), 58–60. While I’m not convinced of Dr. 
Humphreys’ scientific model of a “white hole cosmology,” I think his brief comments about the raqiya‘ are correct.



132 Terry Mortenson

the Flood and then collapsed at the beginning of the 
Flood, contributing to the weeks of torrential rains. 
But I do not think we can argue persuasively for a 
pre-Flood watery canopy based on Genesis 1:6–8 
(or Genesis 7:11 and 8:2, or any other passage of 
Scripture that I am aware of). In addition, creation 
scientists have encountered serious problems when 
trying to develop a scientific model for the canopy 
idea.30  

I admit that it is mind-boggling to think of water 
at the outer boundary of the universe. But it is 
not any more mind-boggling for me to believe that 
than it is to believe that God created things out of 
nothing, that He parted the Red Sea and Jordan 
River, that He became a little baby in Mary’s womb, 
walked on water, died on the cross for my sins and 
rose from the dead, and that He is coming again to 
create a new heavens and new earth where there 
will be no sin, no death, and no coronaviruses. If I 
interpret the Bible on the basis of what makes sense 
to me in my very limited knowledge and experience 
in the twenty-first century, I will end up rejecting 
much of the Bible. But there are too many good, 
intellectually and spiritually compelling reasons to 
trust all of the Bible. And there are good exegetical 
reasons to think that all eight of those acts of God 
above are literally true.
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