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‘Jesus' Prophetic Plans (Part 1)' Selected Scriptures

This morning we will begin a series that will address matters of biblical 
prophecy and Bible promises; I have entitled it, ‘Jesus' Prophetic Plans.'

In light of our recent history here at GCC several of you have asked that I 
teach on the subject

I think some introductory remarks are in order right from the get-go. Please 
listen to these carefully:

1) This subject is not a hobbyhorse of ours. It is not a soap box here. It is not 
a pet peeve;

2) This past June I had been at GCC for 10 years, and I have never done a 
series on the subject at hand;

3) I address this subject in order to serve you, to comply with your request. If 
our recent history had not played itself out, I would not be teaching on this 
subject;

4) The goal of this series is not to be controversial. The goal of this series is 
not to be divisive. There is no personal agenda or vendetta here. We are 
not declaring a doctrinal war with this series. This message is not the first 
shot in that war. We do not view those who take a different view to us as 
idiots;

5) The goal of this series is also not to win a theological argument. The study 
and presentation of this subject is not a matter of being right first and 
foremost. The goal is the honour of God - to accurately represent His 
Word and His work as it is revealed in His Scriptures;

6) We address this subject not primarily to defend the position of GCC, but 
rather to attempt to be faithful to the Scriptures' teaching on it;

7) The outcome of our study is not a matter of salvation or fellowship. In fact, 
we have combined inter-Church-fellowship with Churches who hold a 
different view than we do. We have a combined Easter Sunrise Service 
with Churches who hold a different view than we do;

8) So why teach on it at all? a) Because several of you have asked that we 
teach on it; and b) The fact that Churches disagree on this subject does 
not therefore render the subject unimportant; It is important because the 
honour of God is at stake; It is important because the truthfulness of 
God’s Word is at stake; It is important because the Bible is actually filled 
with this teaching
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Here is what I mean: 94% of Scripture, 62 out of the 66 books of the 
Bible contain predictive material - only Ruth, the Song of Solomon, 
Philemon and the letter of 3 John do not

Almost one third of of all the verses in the Bible deals with prophetic 
issues - 8,352 verses out of 31,124 - that is 27%

All nine authors of the NT reference the Lord’s second coming

Next to the subject of salvation, the subject of the Lord’s second coming 
is the most prominent in the NT

In fact, in the entire Bible, 22%, 1845 verses out of the 8352 verses on 
prophecy deals with Christ’s second coming

Out of approximately 330 specific biblical prophecies dealing with both 
the first and second coming of our Lord, two-thirds deal with His second 
coming (see Richard L. Mayhue, Why Study Prophecy? in ‘Christ's 
Prophetic Plans,’ p. 14)

9) In other words, this subject is worthy of study. The significance of this 
subject is seen from the content and space and volume that Scripture 
itself affords it. Put another way, just because Christians disagree on 
these matters, just because some of these matters are controversial or 
hard to understand, does not mean that we ought not make a careful 
study of them. God expects us to study His Word. God will hold us 
accountable and responsible for how we handle His Word in this regard. I 
mentioned earlier that the goal of this series is not to be controversial. At 
the same time however, I remind you that there are other biblical 
teachings that we hold here at GCC that are very controversial among 
Christians and Churches - like the teaching on election - but that does not 
mean that we don’t therefore teach on that doctrine. The above points 
should be kept in mind as the tone in which this series will be presented. I 
trust it will be received that way;

10) Finally, this subject might not appeal to some of you here this morning; 
But allow me to encourage you: Since all Scripture is given by inspiration 
of God, and since all Scripture is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for 
correction, and for instruction in righteousness, this series will prove 
profitable for you since we will be studying Scripture (cp. 2 Timothy 
3:16-17); And since this subject is a major part of Scripture, it is able to 
thoroughly equip you for every good work just like any other portion of 
Scripture (cp. 2 Tim. 3:16-17).
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All of that by way of introductory remarks; Beyond introductory remarks, I also 
need to lay a foundation of interpretation before we look at the subject in 
more detail

I have to do that, I have to lay a foundation of interpretation to serve as a 
baseline for our interpretive grid - without it, we will never agree on anything 
since everything will be subjective, up in the air, up for grabs

Here is what I plan to do for the remainder of our time this morning. I want to 
lay that foundation of interpretation for you so that it can serve as a baseline 
for us in the coming weeks:

I want to show you, using the Bible itself, that the best and most reasonable 
way to study the Bible is to apply a consistent, literal interpretation

There are two keys words in that sentence I just uttered - ‘consistent' and 
'literal': By 'literal' I mean the normal sense of the language used - taking the 
Bible at face value

# By literal I mean asking a 13 year old to read a passage of Scripture and 
then asking them to explain what they read

Literal does not mean that we deny that the Bible uses metaphors, or figures 
of speech, or poetry, or parables - # The Lord Jesus calls Himself the Good 
Shepherd

We understand by that that the Lord Jesus is not describing Himself there as 
a literal herder in a literal meadow with a literal staff in His hand Who herds 
literal sheep with woolly hair that go ‘mmm-aaaa’

No, He likens Himself to a good Shepherd, and He likens us to sheep who 
are cared for and protected and led by Him

By literal we simply mean the normal sense, the plain sense of the language 
used (at the same allowing for metaphors and similes and seeking to interpret 
them)

# So for example, when God promises Abraham and Sarah a son, we expect 
and understand that to mean that Sarah will conceive in her womb, and after 
9 literal, 30-day months give birth to a real baby boy
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We don’t automatically jump to a spiritual or mystical interpretation; We do 
not for example take that promise of God to mean that He will someday give 
Abraham a spiritual son, a son in the faith whom he will disciple and teach - 
like Timothy was to Paul in the NT

The second key word I mentioned was a 'consistent' literal interpretation

Here is what I mean by consistent: There are promises and predictive 
prophecy in the Bible that are literal promises and that have been literally 
fulfilled within the biblical record itself:

I already cited the example of Abraham and Sarah and their son, Isaac

Let me give you a few more illustrations to help you further understand what I 
mean by 'consistent'

# In Genesis 15:13 God promised Abraham that his descendants would live in 
Egypt for 400 years, and Israel did live in Egypt for 400, 365-day years - it 
was a literal promise and it was fulfilled literally

# In Isaiah 7:14 you read of this prophecy and promise, ‘behold a virgin will 
be with Child’

Virgin there should not be interpreted spiritually to mean a spiritual virgin - a 
woman who would be spiritually chaste, spiritually clean, who would give birth 
to a spiritual child - no. From its literal fulfilment in Scripture you know to take 
that to mean that a literal woman, in literal time, who had no physical relations 
with a literal man, gave birth to a literal baby boy

# One more example will be enough: Micah 5:2 predicts the birth of the 
Messiah in Bethlehem. Bethlehem was a literal place in literal time. You don’t 
therefore jump to a spiritual interpretation. Bethlehem literally means ‘house 
of bread.’ Does that mean He would be born in a bakery, or that He would be 
born to a baker, or that the family’s surname would be ‘Bread,’ born to Mrs. 
Mary Bread? Or that He would be born in a place of abundance, ‘bread' 
signifying abundance? No, rather He would be born in a literal town in history 
with literal citizens, a town literally bearing the name, Bethlehem.

So there is a pattern of promise-and-fulfilment provided for us in Scripture: 
Where literal promises have been made, the ones which have already been 
fulfilled, and the ones whose fulfilment have been included in the biblical 
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account, have been fulfilled literally - that’s the biblical pattern we observe 
from some of the examples I just used

Now think about this: There are literal Bible promises that remain yet 
unfulfilled - # e.g the second Coming of the Lord or a promise like the one in 
Isaiah 19:25, 'whom the Lord of hosts has blessed, saying, “Blessed is Egypt 
My people” - the second coming of the Lord has not taken place yet, and 
Egypt is not yet God’s people

Here is what some Christians do: They look at the literal promises in the Bible 
that have been fulfilled literally and they say, ‘amen,’ to those. But they then 
look at literal promises that are yet unfulfilled, and they say, ‘well, some of 
those will be fulfilled literally, but some will be fulfilled spiritually'

We ask, 'who decides which to take literally and which to take spiritually?’
‘No, Egypt cannot be God’s people,’ might be the objection. ‘That's 
impossible, that does not make sense.’ Does a virgin giving birth to a Child 
make sense? Is it possible for a virgin to give birth to a Child? With God it is

In that sense we say some Christians are inconsistent when it comes to 
interpreting biblical prophecy; They will say that the return of the Lord, for 
example, will be fulfilled literally, but many other promises yet unfulfilled will 
be fulfilled spiritually 

We ask, ‘why?’ Why the inconsistency? Where does the Bible give an 
indication of that? Why not expect the yet unfulfilled literal promises to be 
fulfilled literally as well? Since the Bible gives us no reason to assume 
otherwise, we hold a consistent literal interpretation

We hold that since the promises that are yet unfulfilled are literal promises, 
we can expect them to also be fulfilled literally - in keeping with the pattern we 
have in Scripture of literal promises given, fulfilled literally

Now, for the remainder of the time I want to use the Bible itself to show you 
why you will do well to study the Bible using a consistent literal interpretation

I will use two illustrations - one from the book of Genesis, and one from the 
book of Revelation

That way we cover the first and last books of the Bible, with the implication 
that everything in between should be considered consistently literal as well
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a) # First, from the book of Genesis we will use as our illustration the six days 
in which God created - we will start in the beginning, right in Genesis chapter 
1 

If your interpretation of the word, ‘day,' in Genesis 1 is not literal, but spiritual, 
then you can come to the conclusion that ‘day' in Genesis chapter 1 means 
an age, or an eon or an extended period of time - as much as years, even 
hundreds or thousands or millions of years

Or you can study the Bible carefully and take ‘day' to mean a literal day, a 
normal day, a 24-hour day, a solar day - the time it takes the earth to make 
one complete revolution

So you approach the Bible and you do your study and you learn that by itself, 
the word ‘day’ in Scripture can mean an extended period of time - you admit 
that - it is used that way in the Bible

# For example, you read in the Bible of the ‘Day of the Lord.’ That is a 
technical reference to the future period of God’s judgment. It will be a time of 
judgment, not a literal 24-hour day

# You also read for example in Matthew 2:1, 'Now after Jesus was born in 
Bethlehem of Judea in the days of Herod the king'

In a verse like that ‘day' means the time when Herod the king was reigning

# We still speak like this today. We will say, ‘President de Klerk was president 
in the days of National Party rule in our country’ - in that sense day means an 
extended period of time

And even in the book of Genesis early on, within the context of creation, 'day' 
is used in this sense: Genesis 2:4, 'This is the account of the heavens and 
the earth when they were created, in the day [yom] that the Lord God made 
earth and heaven.'

In that verse ‘day' means in the time frame that God made earth and heaven

But as you study carefully you also learn that this word also means a normal, 
solar, 24-hour period in the Bible

The word ‘day' is used to refer to a normal solar day when it is accompanied 
by a number - like in Genesis 1 (see vv. 5, 8, 13, 19, 23, 31):
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# It is used elsewhere in the Bible this way; For example, God gave Israel 
instructions to build a Tabernacle; A little over 11 months (11 ½ to be precise) 
after their deliverance from Egypt they managed to complete its building; And 
once it was completed, the various tribes of Israel brought offerings to the 
Lord

Numbers 7:12, 'Now the one who presented his offering on the first day was 
Nahshon the son of Amminadab, of the tribe of Judah…18On the second day 
Nethanel the son of Zuar, leader of Issachar, presented an offering…24On the 
third day it was Eliab the son of Helon, leader of the sons of Zebulun…30On 
the fourth day it was Elizur the son of Shedeur, leader of the sons of 
Reuben…36On the fifth day it was Shelumiel the son of Zurishaddai, leader of 
the children of Simeon….’ (emphasis added) 

Did you notice how the word ‘day' there was used with a number? Surely 
these offerings from the twelve different tribes were presented to the Lord 
over a period of 12 consecutive, 24-hour days? It surely does not mean that 
the tribe of Judah was the first to present their offerings for eons of days, or 
for ages and ages, for hundreds of years

# The word ‘day' is also used with a number in a passage that records the 10 
Commandments, for example:

Exodus 20:8, '“Remember the sabbath day, to keep it holy. 9“Six days you 
shall labor and do all your work, 10but the seventh day is a sabbath of the 
Lord your God; in it you shall not do any work, you or your son or your 
daughter, your male or your female servant or your cattle or your sojourner 
who stays with you. 11“For in six days the Lord made the heavens and the 
earth, the sea and all that is in them, and rested on the seventh day; therefore 
the Lord blessed the sabbath day and made it holy’ (emphasis added).

See? Surely God is not instructing Israel there to work for six eons or six 
ages, and then to rest for the seventh eon or for seven ages and ages

No, God instructed them to work for six normal, solar, 24-hour days, and then 
to rest for one normal, 24-hour day

And God says that the reason they ought to do so is because He gave them 
the pattern when He created - He created in six days and rested on the 
seventh
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Which implies what? That the days in Genesis chapter 1 should be taken as 
six literal, normal, solar days - God did not take ages and ages or eons to 
create

So you see that when the word 'day' is used in Scripture with a number, with 
a numerical adjective, then it refers to a normal day as we know it

Back in Genesis chapter 1. In the context of 'day' in these verses there is 
even further support for taking this as a literal day as we know it

It comes in the repeated phrase, ‘and there was evening, and there was 
morning’ (vv. 5, 8, 13, 19, 23, 31); If that phrase is not to be taken literally, 
then it means you have eons of evening and eons of morning

That is not the normal, plain sense of the language. # When a 13 year old 
reads ‘morning and evening,’ they understand it as we understand ‘morning 
and evening’ in August 2014 - a normal, solar day

Moreover, still within the context of Genesis chapter one you also have a 
verse like Genesis 1:14, 'Then God said, “Let there be lights [sun, moon, 
stars] in the expanse of the heavens to separate the day from the night, and 
let them be for signs and for seasons and for days and years’ (emphasis 
added)

The earth’s movement in relation to the sun and the moon determines the 
calendar and the seasons - here the word ‘day' in the phrases ‘to separate 
the day from the night’ and ‘days and years’ is used for how we understand a 
normal, literal, solar, 24-hour day - not eons of days and eons of night

So, we therefore believe that God created the sun, moon, and stars, and 
everything on the earth, including man, in six ,literal, normal days

As you study the Scriptures then, using the word, ’day,’ as an illustration, you 
learn right from start, from Genesis chapter 1, that you can interpret the Bible 
literally - in the normal, plain sense of the language - you can take it at face 
value; It means exactly what it says unless the Bible itself gives you clear and 
ample reason to take its meaning to be spiritual or symbolic

Yes, there are figures of speech and metaphors and poetry and parables in 
the Scriptures, but it usually is very clear when the language is intended to be 
taken that way
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b) The second illustration of literal interpretation I will use as an example is 
from the book of Revelation - using the various numbers alone in the book to 
make the point

There is of course much imagery in the book of Revelation - you have to 
admit that. There are metaphors and figures of speech in that book. However, 
it is clear when the language is metaphorical, and by and large the book can 
and ought to be taken literally

For an example of metaphorical language in the book, using numbers, you 
read of 'the four corners of the earth’ in Revelation 7:1

Well, the earth is a sphere, it does not have four corners - and yet we still 
speak like this even in our day - we speak of ‘the four corners of the globe’

Another example of a number used metaphorically in this book is in 
Revelation 1:4, 'John to the seven churches that are in Asia: Grace to you 
and peace, from Him who is and who was and who is to come [Father], and 
from the seven Spirits [Holy Spirit] who are before His throne, 5and from 
Jesus Christ [Son], the faithful witness'

In the context ‘seven Spirits’ appear to be a reference to the Holy Spirit; We 
know that the Holy Spirit does not consist of seven spirits in one Spirit

But you know a passage like Isaiah 11:2 for example teaches the seven-fold 
ministry of the Spirit; So the apostle John is here using the number 'seven' to 
emphasise the fullness of the ministry of the Holy Spirit

So, yes, there are times in this book when numbers are used metaphorically

And sometimes the numbers are used metaphorically and an explanation is 
given of them (see 1:12, 16, 20) - which is very helpful

But I submit to you that the overwhelming majority of times numbers are used 
in this book it is meant to be taken literally

For example: 
- ‘ten days’ (2:10)
- ‘twenty-four’ (4:3-4)
- ‘quart of wheat for a denarius…three quarts….’ (6:6)
- 'silence in heaven for half an hour’ (8:1) - why not, ‘for a short time?'
- ‘five months’ (9:10)
- ‘hour and day and month and year’ (9:15)
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- ‘forty two months’ (11:2; 13:5) vs 1260 days (11:3) vs ‘time and times and 
half a time’ (12:14) = mid-point (3 ½ years) of 7 year Tribulation period

- ‘three and a half days’ (11:9)
- ‘200 miles’ (321km) in 14:20
- 'hailstones' of 100 pounds (45 kg) in 16:21
- ‘one hour’ (17:12 - another example of where explanation of symbolism is 

given - ‘ten horns…are ten kings;’ compare [cp.] 1:20); Cp. ½ hour in 8:1
- 1000 years vs ‘short time’ in 20:3 vs ‘forever and ever’ (20:10)
- 1500 miles [2414 km] in 21:16 vs 72 yards [65 meters] in 21:17 vs ‘human 

measurements (21:17) implies the measurements we know today and that 
God wants us to know this!

- ‘twelve kinds of fruit’ (22:2)
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Mankind Killed in Judgment
Specific General

‘like the sand of the seashore’ (20:7-9)

‘fourth of the earth' (6:8) = 25%

‘kill a third of mankind’ (9:15, 18) = 33%

‘a tenth of the city fell’ (11:13) = 10%

'seven thousand people were killed’ (11:13)

Other Earth & Sea Life Destroyed
Specific General

‘every living thing in the sea died’ (16:3)

‘fourth of the earth' (6:8) = 25%

‘a third of the earth was burned up’ (8:7) = 33%

'a third of the trees were burned up’ (8:7) = 33%

‘a third of the sea became blood’ (8:8) = 33%

'a third of creatures…in sea…died’ (8:9) = 33%

‘a third of the ships were destroyed’ (8:9) = 33%

'a third of the rivers and …springs’ (8:10) = 33%

'third of the waters became wormwood’ (8:11) = 33%
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Beloved, can you tell anew how specific God is? Some people hold that the 
number seven is symbolic in Scripture to symbolise a perfect number, or 
completeness, or fulness, or wholeness

Ok, let’s say that a case can be made for that. So rule the number 7 out. But 
what about all these other very specific numbers in the book of Revelation1

Surely they cannot all be symbolic? - and I did not supply all the numbers in 
the book, only a sampling. If they are, what then do they mean? Who decides 
what they mean? Why would God leave us with so many, many symbolic 
numbers to figure out if He wants us to understand His Word?

No, the overwhelming majority of numbers in the book of Revelation can 
confidently be taken as literal numbers - with the normal and plain meaning 
we understand them to be today

> With this in mind: Remember, in light of our recent history here at GCC we 
want to determine amongst other things whether we should take the 1000-
year reign of Christ in the book of Revelation as a literal 1000, 365-day years, 

Angels
Specific General

'many angels…myriads of myriads’ (5:11)

'four angels’ (7:1)

'seven angels’ (8:1)

'another angel’ - singular (14:6, 8, 9)

'a strong angel’ - singular (5:2)

 '200 million’ demons - evil angels (9:16)

 A note about the 200 million demons in the last table above: ‘The determining aspect in favor of these being demons is the description of the horses that differ so greatly from any 1

ordinary horse that these horses must be of another order. Couple with this the association with the four demonic angels of 9:14…the fire, smoke, and brimstone proceeding from 
their mouths…and the nature of the visiting hordes under the fifth trumpet…and a case strongly favorable to seeing these as angels emerges’ (Robert L. Thomas, Revelation 8-22, 
An Exegetical Commentary, p. 46). Even if the nature of these are debatable however, we still ask for our purposes, why the specific number, 200 million?
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Number of Witnesses & People Saved
Specific General

‘great multitude, which no one could count’ (7:9)

144,000 (7:4; 14:1, 3)

‘My [God’s] two witnesses’ (11:3)

‘angel [singular]…having the eternal Gospel’ (14:6)
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or as spiritual - meaning a long period in which He is reigning, the period we 
are living in now

Go now with me to Revelation chapter 20; Look at verses 4-7…(you and I will 
reign with Him)

Can a case be made from Scripture that the number 1000 is symbolic (e.g. 
10X10X10), like the number 7? Is there anything in the text to indicate that 
this number is metaphorical? No

So we can confidently take this to mean that when the Lord Jesus returns at 
His second coming, before He ushers in the eternal state which is heaven, He 
will first reign literally on the earth for 1000, literal, 365-day years - Hence our 
position here as pre-millennial (pre = before, millennial = 1000 years)

That is without considering the careful structure of the book of Revelation 
which is a consecutive structure - just a brief study of the numbers alone 
makes the case for a literal interpretation of the book

Not only that, but the structure and unity of the Bible as a whole also argues 
for the book of Revelation to be taken literally

'The last things in Scripture repeat in inverse order the first things in 
Scripture.  

Gen 1:1—Creation of Heavens and Earth  
 Gen 1:3—God’s Light  
  Gen 1:26—Man’s Rule  
   Gen 2:8–17—Garden of Eden  
    Gen 3:17—Curse  
    Rev 21:4; 22:2—No Curse  
   Rev 22:1–2—New Eden  
  Rev 20:4—Man’s Rule  
 Rev 21:23; 22:5—God’s Light  
Rev 21:1—Creation of New Heavens and New Earth 

Gen 1:1—Creation  
 Gen 3:1—Satan’s Freedom  
  Gen 6–8—Worldwide Judgment  
   Gen 10–11—Babel/Babylon  
   Rev 17–18—Babylon  
  Rev 19:11–19—Worldwide Judgment  
 Rev 20:2 – 3—Satan’s Confinement  
Rev 21:1—New Creation  
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Putting in question the doctrine of first things (protology) endangers the 
doctrine of last things (eschatology).  

[Put another way, if one takes the book of Genesis literally, you have to take 
the book of Revelation literally. Why should the first book of the Bible be 
taken literally, but not every other book, including the last book. We 
evangelicals fight so hard against evolutionists to preserve the literalness or 
literality of the book of Genesis. We ought to fight just as hard for the 
literalness or literality of every other book, including the book of Revelation. 
God has given all 66 books to us a unity, teaching us the beginning of things 
in Genesis, but also the end of things in Revelation] 

• Think about it: If it really took millions or billions of years to create the first 
heavens and earth, how long will we have to wait for the new heavens and 
the new earth?’ (William Barrick, Creation and Catastrophe) 

One last comment on the book of Revelation. Here at GCC we hold that its 
teachings are futuristic, awaiting a future time 

Why? At least two simple reasons: 1) Chapter 1 and verse 3 describes this 
book as a prophecy; and 2) if you take this book literally, as I urge you to do, 
then clearly what is written in it has not taken place yet 

# We have had many hailstorms through human history, but not one that I 
know of with 100 pound hailstones, 45 kg hailstones - yet that is what 
Revelation teaches - it must await a future time 

# After the Flood, we have had many so-called natural disasters, but none 
that have killed 25% or 33% of mankind at once - yet that is what Revelation 
teaches - it must await a future time 

Here’s one last illustration: Christians who take the book of Revelation as 
spiritual will for example say that Satan’s being bound for 1000 years in 
Revelation chapter 20 is taking place now. Christ’s reign for 1000 years is a 
spiritual one now 

Ok, let’s look at Rev. 20:1-3. Note in verse 3, ‘so that he should not deceive 
the nations any longer’ - that’s the purpose (‘so that’) of Satan’s binding 

If that is the purpose of his binding, why then do you have verses like these? 

2 Corinthians 4:4, 'the god of this world has blinded the minds of the 
unbelieving so that they might not see the light of the gospel of the glory of 

Grace Christian Church 24 August 2014 AM Service No. 947



�  of �14 14

Christ, who is the image of God’ - blinding the minds of the unbelieving is a 
present work of deception, right? 

2 Timothy 2:24, 'The Lord’s bond-servant must not be quarrelsome, but be 
kind to all, able to teach, patient when wronged, 25with gentleness correcting 
those who are in opposition, if perhaps God may grant them repentance 
leading to the knowledge of the truth, 26and they may come to their senses 
and escape from the snare of the devil, having been held captive by him to do 
his will’ - being held captive by Satan to do his will is a present work of 
deception, right? 

1 John 5:19, 'We know that we are of God, and that the whole world lies in 
the power of the evil one’ - the whole world lying in the power of the evil one 
is a present work of deception, right? 

If he is bound now, how can verses like these that describe the present be 
true? They are true because he is not bound yet. His binding is yet future, 
when He will be bound for 1000 years while the Lord Jesus is reigning on the 
earth for those 1000 years in what can be called the millennial kingdom 

Lord willing, next week we will consider exactly what those 1000 years will be 
like; Scripture is very clear on it, and has much to teach us on it 
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