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 History is filled with misguided men who have attempted to read Revelation and 
make direct application to their own nations and times. End times theologians are a 
cyclical as cicadas; every ten to fifteen years a new one pops up and applies his own 
brand of misinterpretation to the text and imposes the imagery in the book on his own 
nation and time, deliberately ignoring or deleting those images that do not fit. In my 
lifetime, I have seen three such movements; all of them predicting the end of the earth 
in the near future and all of them wrong. 
 Revelation is a book of prophecy differing little from any other Bible book of 
prophecy. Books of prophecy have specific applications for specific times, and when 
those prophecies are fulfilled, they continue to teach timeless lessons down through the 
years. No more and no less. Revelation is a book that was designed to bolster the 
courage of the Christians in the early centuries of the church who were suffering overt 
persecution. Its message talks of the ultimate triumph of the Lord and His Church, and 
just like Jesus' prophecies of the destruction of Jerusalem in Matthew 24 end with a few 
statements regarding the end of all things, so John addresses the ultimate triumph of 
the church in heaven in the last two chapters of his book. Just like the book of Isaiah 
had a specific application for a specific time, but still teaches good lessons today, so it is 
with the book of Revelation. 
 I find it sad that the Adversary has tempted so many people who have yet to 
understand the simple message of salvation in the early part of the New Testament into 
jumping to the more difficult book of Revelation. The Deceiver is clever. He gets people 
who are more interested in the exotic and the obscure to get bogged down in 
speculation over what Revelation means, distracting them from learning what they need 
to do to be saved, to live morally as Christians, and to worship and serve Him in the 
Church described in the Bible. When someone begins with learning first principle 
matters, he is enabled to grow to the point where he can understand harder matters like 
Revelation. It says a lot to me about someone's ability to understand the word of God, 
when he or she isn't practicing the scriptures on salvation, moral living, and the nature 
of the Lord's Church, but instead has an almost occult fascination with highly 
speculative and specious end time doctrines. 
 Often, folks who are confused by Premillenialism will say to those who know the 
truth, “If you would only study the prophecies the way I have, you would agree with me.” 
But the problem that so many have with prophetic language is that they have an image 
in their minds of what must be the fulfillment of it, and if they don't see the fulfillment 
they expect, the prophecy must still be in the future. The first century Jews made the 
same mistake when they read the Messianic prophecies about Jesus and rejected Him 
because He didn't fit their image of who the Messiah must be. 
 Consider this example for a moment. God told Adam and Eve not to eat of the 
tree of knowledge of good and evil, "for in the day that thou eatest, thou shalt surely 
die." One could interpret this to mean that if they ate the fruit, they would fall dead 
before the sun went down that day. Did Adam and Eve fall dead immediately after 
eating the fruit? No, they lived for many years before dying. So what went wrong? Did 



God lie to them about the consequences of eating? Of course not! One is simply 
mistaken in his understanding of what God said when he assumed they would 
physically die that day. 
 Likewise with the prophecies of Revelation... many assume a meaning, and then 
because they have yet to see their assumed interpretation of the text come to pass, 
then necessarily in their way of thinking, the prophecy has yet to come to pass. Let's 
apply this to the doctrine of the millennium and see how much has been assumed by 
the misguided believers in a future thousand year reign of Jesus on earth. 
 Revelation 20:4 - There are twenty figures of speech in the 19th and 20th 
chapters alone. In a series of symbols such as these, it is not reasonable to choose only 
one (1000 years) and make a literal application of it, and a figurative application of the 
rest of the symbols, without a contextual demand or historical reason. 
 Deuteronomy 7:9 - God will keep his covenant with Israel for 1000 generations. If 
it is literal and each generation represents approximately 30 years, then there must be 
26,603 years before the Mosaic Dispensation ends. 
 In prophetic symbols, 1000 years is equal to a great period of time; it is not 
necessarily equal to a millennium. The word millennium is not used in scripture; it is not 
a Bible term. The word "rapture" is not used in scripture; it is neither a Biblical term, nor 
a Biblical concept. Millennium, 1000 year reign, and Rapture are all constructs of 
mistaken men who combine their wishful thinking with the practice of wresting scripture 
out of context.  
 Is the so called 1000 year reign in Revelation 20? "They lived and reigned with 
Christ a thousand years." There is no mention of a second coming of Christ. There is no 
mention of a bodily resurrection of the martyrs. There is no mention of a throne for 
Christ in Jerusalem or on earth. There is no mention of modern Christians in this text. 
(See Rev. 22:18) 
 "They": were the SOULS of martyrs, they had been BEHEADED, they HAD 
BEEN beheaded (past tense), and they LIVED and REIGNED (past tense) with Christ. 
(See Rev. 22:19) 
 If the term "reigning" is limited by the 1000 years, then so is the "living." If not, 
why not? 
 Why do no other Biblical texts speak of this alleged 1000 year reign? 
 As all other end time texts speak of Christ's second coming and then the 
Judgment, any interpretation of Revelation 20 that inserts a millennium is out of 
harmony with scripture. (See Gal. 1:6-9) 
 Does Revelation 20 mention a 1000 year reign? Certainly. Is the millennial  
doctrine of the 1000 year reign in Revelation 20? Only if one adds to the word  
and take things out of the word. 


