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“MysticallyCalled”: AReceptionＧHistoricalPerspectiveon
ApocalypticPlaceNamesintheBookofRevelation

IanBoxall∗

Abstract:Biblicalscholarshavelongacknowledgedthesymbolic
significanceofspecificplacenamesintheBookofRevelation (e．g．,

Sodom, Egypt, Babylon, the New Jerusalem)．Butscholarsare
dividedovertheextentofsuchsymbolicgeography．Thisarticle
exploresthetreatmentofplacenamesinpatristicandearlymedieval
reception of Revelation as one contribution to the scholarly
discussion．Attentionispaidto“thegreatcity” (variouslyinterpreted
as “Sodom,” “Egypt,” and “Babylon,” Rev １１: ８; １７: ５),

Armageddon(Rev１６:１６),thecitiesofthesevenchurches(Rev２Ｇ
３),andJohn􀆳sislandofPatmos(Rev１:９)．Interpretersarefoundto
haverespondedtodifferentpromptsinthebiblicaltextininterpreting
theseplacenames:exploringpossibleetymologiesineitherHebrew
(followingRev１６:１６)orGreek;theuseofgematriainthecaseof
Patmos (seeRev１３: １８); considerationofhow namesconveya
place􀆳scharacterorsignificance(asinRev１１:８)．
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Ⅰ．Introduction

Biblicalscholarshavelongacknowledgedthesymbolicsignificanceof
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specificplacenamesintheBookofRevelation．Notonlydoestheclimactic
vision(Rev２１:９Ｇ２２:５)revealacelestialcity, “thenewJerusalem,” which
cannotbestraightforwardlyidentifiedwithhistoricalJerusaleminJudaea．The
greatcity “Babylon” (Rev１４: ８; １６: １９; １７: ５; １８: ２, １０, ２１)isclearly
symbolic,variouslyinterpretedasacipherforRome①,or,inaminorityview,

asdegenerateJerusalem．Thelatterinterpretationtakesitscuefrom Rev１１:

８, where“thegreatcity”isidentifiedasthecity “wherealsotheirLordwas
crucified．” Moreimportantlyforoursubject, Rev１１:８providesthegreatcity
withtwoadditionalnames, “Sodom” and “Egypt,” bothofwhicharetobe
understood ．Thisalreadyposesastarkexegeticalquestion,the
answertowhichisdisputedinRevelationscholarship:can “thegreatcity” be
sopreciselypinnedtoaspecificterrestrialcity, whetherJerusalemorRome?

Rev１１: ８alsoraisesfurtherquestionsforexegetes．Whatotherplace
namesbesides“Babylon,”“Sodom” and “Egypt” mightfunctionsymbolically
orfiguratively( )inRevelation􀆳svisionaryuniverse?IfBabylon,

SodomandEgyptcanshiftgeographicallocation,suchthattheycannolonger
beeasily plotted on aterrestrial map, whatofotheridentifiable places
mentionedinthebook?②DothelocationsoftheRiverEuphrates(Rev９:１４;

１６:１２)orMountZion(Rev１４:１)alsoshift? Whatofthatpuzzlingreference
toArmageddon(Rev１６:１６), whoseetymologyandlocationishotlydebated?

Does Revelation, like １ Enoch, presuppose a more expansive, mythic
geographyin whichtherelationshipbetweenterrestrialtopographyandits

①

②

John􀆳sApocalypsewouldnotbealoneinviewing“Babylon”asacipherforRome:cf．４Ezra３:

１Ｇ２;１Pet５:１３．
OnRevelation􀆳scosmology, seee．g．, P．S．Minear, “TheCosmologyoftheApocalypse,”in

CurrentIssuesinNew TestamentInterpretation, eds．W．KlassenandG．F．Snyder (London: SCM,

１９６２), ２３Ｇ３７; S．M．McDonough, “Revelation: TheClimaxofCosmology,”inCosmologyand New
TestamentTheology,eds．J．T．PenningtonandS．M．McDonough, LNTS３５５(LondonandNewYork:

T．& T．Clark,２００８),１７８Ｇ１８８;S．M．Ryan, HearingattheBoundariesofVision,LNTS４４８(London
andNewYork: T．& T．Clark,２０１２)．FortheuseofcriticalspatialityinRevelationstudies,seee．g．,

J．Økland, “CarnelianandCaryatids:StoneandStatuaryintheHeavenlySanctuary,”inConstructionsof
SpaceIII: BiblicalSpatialityandtheSacred, eds．J．Økland, J．CornelisdeVos, andK．Wenell,

LHBOTS５４０(London: Bloomsbury,２０１６),１８４Ｇ２１４; T．M．Rucker,TheTempleKeysofIsaiah２２:

２２,Revelation３:７,andMatthew１６:１９, WUNT２．５５９(Tübingen: MohrSiebeck,２０２１),１２４Ｇ１２９．
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visionarycounterpartisfarfromstraightforward?① And,ifso, whatisthe
significanceoftheplacenamesitcontains?

Moreover,howfarshouldthisquestforsymbolicplacenamesextend?

Shoulditincludethegeographicallocationsmentionedinthefirstpartofthe
book,beforethemainvisionarysectionofRev４: １Ｇ２２: ５,i．e．, thecities
wherethesevenchurcheswerelocated? Thoughconventionallyinterpretedas
purelyliterallocations,theytooarenamedinavisionarycontext,aspartof
John􀆳svisionoftheonelikeahumanbeingwhile “inthespirit” onPatmos
(Rev１:１１; ２: １, ８, １２, １８, ２４; ３: １, ４, ７, １４)．Finally, arethereany
exegeticalgroundsforinterpretingJohn􀆳sPatmoslocationina morethan
literalsense? Howexpansive,inotherwords,isthemythicgeographythat
Revelationdescribes?

Thisarticlewillexaminehowgeographicallocationsfareinthereception
historyofRevelation,especiallyitsearlyreception,asonemodestcontribution
tothisclusterofquestions．Itdoessonotonlytoconsiderthepotentialrange
ofinterpretationsthetextcanengender,andtheparticularcircumstancesand
theologicalassumptionswhichmayhaveprovokedthem．Italsoaimstoopen
upthepotentialforreceptionＧhistoricalstudyofRevelation􀆳splacenamesfor
historicalＧcriticalinterestinoriginalmeanings, inlightofrecentscholarly
shiftsfromauthorstoaudiences,andthegrowingconvictionthat“theliteral
sense”or“authorialintention”isfarfromunivocal．②Particularattentionwill
begiventoearlierinterpreters, whoarehistoricallyandoftenculturallycloser
tothesources,andwhosebroaderscripturalmemorybankoftenattunedthem

①

②

E．g．, M．Himmelfarb, “TheTempleandtheGardenofEdeninEzekiel, theBookofthe
Watchers, andthe Wisdom ofben Sira,” inSacred Placesand Profane Spaces: Essaysinthe
GeographicsofJudaism,Christianity,andIslam,eds．J．ScottandP．SimpsonＧHousley,Contributions
totheStudyofReligion３０ (WestportCT: GreenwoodPress,１９９１),６３Ｇ７８; G．W．E．Nickelsburg,１
Enoch１, Hermeneia(Minneapolis: FortressPress, ２００１), ３７Ｇ３９;I．Boxall, PatmosintheReception
HistoryoftheApocalypse, Oxford Theology & Religion Monographs (Oxford: Oxford University
Press,２０１３),１９Ｇ２２,２４Ｇ２５．InRevelation,thisquestioniscomplicatedbythefluidityofJohn􀆳svisions,

whichoftenblurstheboundarybetweenheavenlyandearthlylocations．
Onthissee M．Bockmuehl, Seeingthe Word: Refocusing New TestamentStudy (Grand

Rapids: BakerAcademic,２００６);I．Boxall, “ReceptionHistoryandtheInterpretationofRevelation,”in
TheOxford HandbookoftheBookofRevelation, ed．C．R．Koester (New York: OxfordUniversity
Press,２０２０),３７７Ｇ３９３．
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toawiderrangeofpotentialscripturalallusionsandechoes,utilizingpatterns
ofexegesiswhichparallelJewishexegetesoflateantiquity．①

Ⅱ．TheGreatCity:Sodom, Egypt,andBabylon

Thekeytoreadingplacenamessymbolicallyratherthanliterallyis
providedby Rev１１: ８, whichinvitesanonＧgeographicalinterpretationof
“Sodom”and“Egypt” wherethebodiesofthetwowitnessesarelaid:

Andtheircorpses[willlie]inthemainstreetofthegreatcity, which
ismysticallycalled “Sodom” and “Egypt,” wheretheirLordwasalso
crucified．

is variously translated as “spiritually” (DouaiＧRheims,

followingtheVulgatespiritaliter, KJV, CEB), “prophetically” (NRSV),
“figuratively” (NIV), “mystically” (NASB), “symbolically” (ESV), and
“whichhasthesymbolicnames” (NABRE)．Thisadverbpresupposesan
insightgiftedbytheSpirit(cf．１Cor２:１４),perhapsaccessibletoJohnonly
whileheis (Rev１:１０;４:２;１７:３;２１:１０)．Theidentificationof
“the great city” as “Sodom” may recallitslegendary wickedness or
inhospitality (Gen１８: １６Ｇ３３; Ezek１６: ４９Ｇ５０; cf．Matt１０: １４Ｇ１５)．As
“Egypt,”ithasbecomeaplaceofslavery (Exod１:８Ｇ１４;２:２３Ｇ２５), where
God􀆳speopleareoppressedorpersecuted．

Butwhereis“thegreatcity”inwhichSodom,historicallylocatedbythe
DeadSea, andthelandofEgyptfindanewhome? Theexplanatoryclause
“wheretheirLordwasalsocrucified” seemsclearenough．AsR．H．Charles

① Foracautioususeofthe“historyofinterpretation”testfordetectingintertextualallusionsinNT
texts,seeR．B．Hays, EchoesofScriptureintheLettersof Paul (New HavenandLondon: Yale
UniversityPress,１９８９), ３１．Foramorerobustdefenceofthevalueofpatristicexegesisformodern
scholarship,seeD．C．Allison, StudiesinMatthew:InterpretationPastandPresent (GrandRapids:

BakerAcademic,２００５),１１７Ｇ１３１．
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putsit: “Asthetextstands, ‘thegreatcity’canonlybeJerusalem．”① This
wouldnotbecompletelyunexpected, giventhatbothJudahandZionare
sometimesconnectedtoSodomintheprophets(Isa１:９Ｇ１０;Ezek１６:４６Ｇ５５)．
Yetmattersarecomplicatedbytheexplicitidentificationof“thegreatcity”as
“Babylon”laterinthebook(Rev１７:１８;１８:１０,１６,１８,１９,２１;cf．１６:１９),

formanyinterpretersacipherforthecityofRome．
Atleastthreesolutions havesuggestedthemselvestoscholars who

maintainthat“thegreatcity”hasasingle,terrestriallocation．Thefirstfindsa
distinctionbetweenRev１１andRev１７．Intheearlierpassage, “thegreatcity”

isJerusalem, whereasinJohn􀆳svisionoftheharlotBabylon,itisRome．②

Asecondsolutionmaintainsconsistencybetweenthetwovisionsinidentifying
thegreatcity with Romeinbothcases．③Finally, agrowing minorityof
scholarstaketheclarityof astheirstarting
point,andinterpretBabyloninRev１７Ｇ１８notasRomebutasJerusalem．④

Thereisanalternativesolutiontotheidentityof “thegreatcity,”

however．ThisacknowledgestheechoesofbothJerusalem and Romein
Revelation􀆳s“greatcity” passages,yetresiststhetemptationtorestrictthe
greatcitytoasingleterrestrialcity,or,inSigveTonstad􀆳swords,taking “a
metaphorhostagetogeography．”⑤ Ratheritisasymbolofanycity “where

①

②

③

④

⑤

R．H．Charles, ACriticalandExegeticalCommentaryontheRevelationofSt．John,ICC
(Edinburgh: T．&T．Clark,１９２０),i．２８７．Charles, whoregardsRev１１:３Ｇ１３asdrawinguponanearlier
apocalypticdocument,concludesthattheoriginalalsounderstoodthe“greatcity”tobeJerusalem．

Charles,RevelationofSt．John,i．２８７,ii．６５;A．Feuillet, TheApocalypse (StatenIsland,

NY: AlbaHouse,１９６５),６０Ｇ６２．
E．g．,Spitta,OffenbarungdesJohannes (Halle: VerlagderBuchhandlungdesWaisenhauses,

１８８９),１１３;J．Wellhausen, AnalysederOffenbarungJohannis (Berlin: WeidmannscheBuchhandlung,

１９０７),１６．
E．g．,J．M．Ford,Revelation:ANewTranslationwithIntroductionandCommentary, AB３８

(NewYork: Doubleday, １９７５), ２７６Ｇ２９３; E．Corsini, TheApocalypse: ThePerennialRevelationof
JesusChrist,trans．F．J．Moloney(Wilmington, DE: MichaelGlazier,１９８３),３３０Ｇ３３５; M．Barker,The
RevelationofJesusChrist (Edinburgh: T．& T．Clark,２０００),２７９Ｇ３０１;E．F．Lupieri,ACommentary
ontheApocalypseofJohn,trans．M．P．JohnsonandA．Kamesar(GrandRapids: Eerdmans,２００６),

２４８Ｇ２５１; F．J．Moloney, TheApocalypseofJohn: ACommentary (GrandRapids: BakerAcademic,

２０２０),２５７Ｇ２７０．ForJerusalemasslayeroftheprophets,seeMatt２３:３７Ｇ３９．
S．K．Tonstad,Revelation,Paideia(GrandRapids: BakerAcademic,２０１９),１６５．
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God􀆳ssanctuaryisattacked, wheretheChurchisgivingfaithfulwitness．”①

Textualjustificationforthisisthreefold．First, thedescriptionofthetwo
witnessesisprefacedbyJohnbeingcommandedtomeasurethesanctuaryof
God (Rev１１:１Ｇ２)．Therearegoodgroundsforinterpretingthisnotasaliteral
measuringoftheJerusalem temple, butecclesiologically (paralleling “the
campofthesaints” andthe “belovedcity” ofRev２０: ９assymbolsofthe
church)．Secondisthesymbolicuseof“Sodom” and “Egypt”inthecurrent
passage．Whilethisdoesnotrequirethat“thegreatcity” alsobeunderstood
nonＧliterally,itcertainlyraisesthatasapossibility, madestrongerifone
discernsfeaturesofRomeratherthanJerusalemin“thegreatcityBabylon”of
Rev１７．Thirdisthepresenceofthetwowitnesses, whoareidentifiedas“the
twolampstands” (Rev１１:４),inthisgreatcity．Hitherto,lampstandshave
functionedassymbolsofthesevenchurches,onlytwoofwhich—Smyrnaand
Philadelphia—receivedunqualifiedpraisefrom “theonelikeahumanbeing”

forthestrengthoftheirtestimony (Rev２:８Ｇ１１;３:７Ｇ１３)．Thisobservation
expandstheboundariesof“thegreatcity”toincorporateanylocation, whether
Rome,Jerusalem, LondonorNewYork, wherefaithfultestimonyispresent．

Ⅲ．TheGreatCityinEarlyReceptionHistory

Howdoestheearlyreceptionhistoryunderstand “thegreatcity”? The
interpretationofthegreatcityinRev１１: ８asJerusalemiscertainlyearly．
Victorinusof Pettau (d．c．３０４), authoroftheearliestsurviving Latin
commentary,linksittothepersecutionoftheJerusalemchurchbyJewish
authorities:“However, becauseofthedeedsofapersecutingpeople, hecalls
Jerusalem ‘Sodom’ and ‘Egypt’．”② Similarly,intheGospelof Nicodemus

①

②

I．Boxall,TheRevelationofSaintJohn, BNTC (London: Continuum,２００６),１６６．Seealso,

e．g．, C．R．Koester, Revelation: A New TranslationwithIntroductionandCommentary, AYB３８A
(NewHavenandLondon: YaleUniversityPress,２０１４),５００Ｇ５０１; Tonstad,Revelation,１６５Ｇ１６６．

“Sodoma”autem “etAegiptum ” dicitHierosolymam; actuspopulipersecutoriseffecit．R．
Grysoned．,VictorinusPoetovionensisOperaquaesupersunt, CCSL５(Turnhout:Brepols,２０１７),２１５;

Englishtranslationfrom W．C．Weinriched．,LatinCommentariesonRevelation, AncientChristianTexts
(DownersGrove:IVPAcademic,２０１１),１５．ThetwelfthＧcenturycommentariesofRichardofStVictor
(PL１９６:７９３)andMartinofLeon(PL２０９:３６２)alsoidentify“thegreatcity”asJerusalem．
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(４thor５thcentury),thetwowitnessesofRev１１areidentifiedasEnochand
Elijah, whowillbeslainbytheAntichristinthecityofJerusalem (Gos．Nic．９
[２５])．

Butearly commentators who make the Jerusalem connection often
distinguish “thegreatcity” ofRev１１:８from Babylon．① For Victorinus
BabylonsymbolizesRome,onthegroundsthatRomesimilarlyhaspersecuted
Christians: “Forallthesaintshavesufferedmartyrdombecauseofadecreeof
theSenateofthiscity．”② TheRomanidentityofBabylonisalsotheviewof
Tertullian(１６０Ｇ２４０): “Soagain,Babylon,inourJohn,isafigureofthecity
ofRome,asbeingequallygreatandproudofhersway,andtriumphantover
thesaints．”③ ThetwoinfluentialGreekcommentariesbyOecumenius(c．５００Ｇ
５５０)andAndrewofCaesarea (d．６１４) alsodistinguishbetweenRev１１and
１７．④ OecumeniusoffersthefollowingexplanationastowhyJerusalemiscalled
“Sodom”and“Egypt”atRev１１:８:

HecallsJerusalem Sodom, notinaliteralsensebutinaspiritual
senseonaccountofthelicentiousnessandillreputeitpossessedatthat
time．AndhecallsitalsoEgyptbecauseithadenslavedandabusedthe
servantsofChrist,justastheactualEgyptdidtoIsrael．⑤

①

②

③

④

⑤

OnthewiderreceptionhistoryofRevelation􀆳sBabylon,seee．g．,I．Boxall, “TheManyFacesof
BabylontheGreat: WirkungsgeschichteandtheInterpretationofRevelation１７,”inStudiesintheBook
ofRevelation,ed．S．Moyise(EdinburghandNewYork: T．& T．Clark,２００１),５１Ｇ６８;J．Kovacsand
C．Rowland,Revelation, BBC (Malden, MA: Blackwell,２００４),１７８Ｇ１８９．

Omnesenimpassionessanctorumexdecretosenatusilliussemperconsummata(e)．Gryson,Victorinus
PoetovionensisOperaquaesupersunt, ２４４; Englishtranslationfrom Weinrich, LatinCommentaries, １９．For
RomeasBabylon,seealsoe．g．,Commodian,Instr．１．４１．Victorinus􀆳spredecessorHippolytus(Antichrist３６)

impliesanidentification with RomebystatingthatJohn wasbanishedto Patmosby “Babylon”
( )．Greek textfrom Ippolito, L􀆳Antichristo, ed．E．Norelli, Biblioteca
Patristica(Florence: Nardini,１９８７),１０６．

Tertullian,Adv．Jud．,９．EnglishtranslationfromANF３:１６２．SoalsoTertullian,Scorp．１２．
１１; Marc．３．１３．１０;Jerome,Ep．４６．１２．

OnRev１１:８asareferencetoJerusalem,seealsoDionysiusbars􀅰alībī,InApocalypsim,Actus
etEpistulasCatholicas,ed．I．Sedlacek, CSCOScriptoresSyriCI(Rome: KarolusdeLuigi,１９１０),１４．

W．C．Weinriched．, GreekCommentariesonRevelation, AncientChristianTexts (Downers
Grove:IVPAcademic,２０１１),４９．
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Bycontrast, Rev１７containsavisionof “what willbefallRome．”①For
Andrew,thegreatcityofRev１１:８ “isJerusalem, where Antichristwill
establishhiskingdom,”②Jerusalemoftheeschatologicalfuture．Thegreatcity
Babylonisdifferent,thoughAndrewisreluctanttoidentifyitwitheitherold
RomeornewRome(Constantinople),sincethecitythatJohnseesis“shewho
bearsthepoweroftheearthlykingdomattheendoftime．”③

Otherearlyexegetesresistaliteralinterpretationof “thegreatcity,”

however．Invarioushomilies, Origenproposesthatitsymbolizeseitherthe
presentage, whichthegodlyhavelearnedtodespise(Hom．Ex．８．１;cf．Hom．
Jer．９．２．３),orthesynagogueincontrasttothechurch (Hom．Jer．１８．５)．A
similaraversiontoastraightforwardlygeographicalliteralismisfoundinthe
LatintranslationofOrigen􀆳sCommentaryon Matthew: “Eitherthewhole
worldorJudaeaisgiventhenameSodomandEgypt．”④ Thoughanallegorical
readingmightbeexpectedin Origen, givenhispreferenceforthespiritual
sense,similarinterpretationsoccurelsewhere．InalettertoMarcella, written
inthenameofPaulaandEustochium,Jeromealsodeniesthat“thegreatcity”

isJerusalem, sincetheLordlovedand weptoverthatcity．Surveyingthe
referencestoSodom andEgyptthroughoutScripture, he maintainsinstead
thatitrepresentsthepresentworld(Ep．４６．６Ｇ７)．⑤

Thisuniversalizinginterpretation of Rev １１:８ willpersistin some
medieval Latin commentaries, as in the seventhＧcentury HibernoＧLatin
HandbookontheApocalypseoftheApostleJohn (Commemoratorium de
ApocalypsiIohannisapostoli), whichcirculatedunderthenameofJerome:

①

②

③

④

⑤

Weinrich,GreekCommentaries,７３．
Weinrich,GreekCommentaries,１５２．
Weinrich,GreekCommentaries, １７７．SeeE．S．Constantinou, GuidingtoaBlessed End:

Andrewof Caesareaand HisApocalypseCommentaryintheAncientChurch (Washington, DC:

CatholicUniversityofAmericaPress,２０１３),２３８Ｇ２４４．
Origen,Comm．ser．Matt．５０:R．E．Heinetrans．,TheCommentaryofOrigenontheGospelof

StMatthew, OECT (Oxford: OxfordUniversityPress,２０１８),II．６２７．
“Thegreatcity”astheworldisalsoimpliedinEphremtheSyrian􀆳sHymnsontheNativity４,

whichaffirmsthatthedivineMajesty“wasnotweariedwithbeinginthewombninemonthsforus,andin
beingthirtyyearsinSodomamongthemadmen．” NPNF２ndseries,１３:２３４．
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“Herethegreatcityisunderstoodastheworld．”①ThesixthＧcenturysenator
andexegete Cassiodorus, though aware ofinterpretations whichidentify
BabylonwithRome, alsoprefersafigurativeinterpretationwhichembraces
thecity􀆳scosmicscope,extrapolatingfromtheheightofthesevenmountains
onwhichthecitysits(Rev１７:９):

SomechoosetointerpretherastheRomancitythatsitsuponseven
mountainsandpossessesthe world withasingularauthority．Others
speakbetteraboutBabylon, [saying] thatitsposition, not [literal]

mountains,isconveyed,andtheydescribeloftypowers．②

EvensomeinterpreterswhopermitacorrelationbetweenBabylonandRome
arereluctanttoallowthatthisexhauststhetext􀆳smeaning．ForBerengaudus,

theprostituteBabylonisRomeinaspecificsense(specialiter),butingeneral
(generaliter)symbolizesthecityofthedevil．③

AdifferentlineofinterpretationisfoundinLatinexegetesinfluencedby
TyconiusofCarthage(active３７０Ｇ３９０), whoseApocalypsecommentarywould
remaininfluentialforcenturies．④ WhencommentingonRev１１:８, Tyconius
appealstooneofhisrulesforinterpretingScripture,Concerningthetwofold
bodyoftheLord (DeDominicorporebipertito), whichunderstoodthe
Churchpriortotheeschatontobeacorpusmixtum．⑤ Thusthecityinwhich

①

②

③

④

⑤

Hicciuitasmagna mundusintellegitur．R．Grysoned．, Variorum Auctorum Commentaria
MinorainApocalypsinJohannis, CCSL１０７(Turnhout: Brepols,２００３),２１８．Englishtranslationfrom
F．X．Gumerlocked．, EarlyLatinCommentariesontheApocalypse, TEAMS (Kalamazoo: Western
MichiganUniversity,２０１６),３１．Seealso,e．g．,GlossaonRev１１:８inR．Grysoned．,Incertiauctoris
GlossainApocalypsin: ecodiceBibliothecaeUniversitatisCantabrigiensisDd．X．１６, CCSL１０８G
(Turnhout: Brepols,２０１３),９７．

Cassiodorus, OntheApocalypse, on Rev１７, inCassiodorus, St．GregorytheGreat, and
AnonymousGreekScholia,WritingsontheApocalypse,trans．F．X．Gumerlock, M．Delcogliano,and
T．C．Schmidt, FC１４４(Washington, DC: CatholicUniversityofAmericaPress,２０２２),３２．

MeretrixistainaliquibuslocisRomamspecialiter,quaetuncEcclesiamDeipersequebatur:in
quibusdamverogeneralitercivitatemdiaboli,idest,omnereproborumcorpusdemonstrat．PL１７:９１０．

Seee．g．, J．A．Hoover, “ExegetingtheApocalypsewiththeDonatistCommunion,”inThe
CambridgeCompaniontoApocalypticLiterature,ed．C．McAllister(Cambridge: CambridgeUniversity
Press,２０２０),７９Ｇ９６．

F．C．Burkitted．,TheBookofRulesofTyconius, TS３．１ (Cambridge: CambridgeUniversity
Press,１８９４)．
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thecorpsesofthetwowitnessesaredisplayednowfunctionsasasymbolofthe
bipartitechurch, dividedbetweenthosewhogivefaithfulwitnessandthose
whoarethechildrenofthedevil:

　　．．．certainlyinthechurch,becauseJerusalemcannotberestoredafter
theLordsaid: “Jerusalemwillhavebeentroddendown,untilthetimesof
theGentilesarefulfilled．”

．．．utiqueinecclesia, quiaIerusalemrestaurarinonpotestdicentedomino:

EritIerusalemconculcata,usquedumcompleanturtemporagentium．①

Similarly,forTyconius,thestreetinthemiddleofthegreatcityis “inthe
midstofthechurch (inmedioecclesiae)．” Tyconius􀆳sreadingisfollowedby
CaesariusofArles(c．４６８Ｇ５４２), PrimasiusofHadrumetum (d．c．５６０), and
BeatusofLiébana (c．７５０Ｇ８００)．If “thegreatcity” isthedividedchurch,

BabyloninTyconianexegesisistheworldlycity, theantithesisofthetrue
church: “Fortherearetwocitiesintheworld, oneofGodandoneofthe
devil,oneoriginatingfromtheabyss,theotherfromheaven．”②

Asforthemeaningof“Sodom”and“Egypt,”Jerome􀆳setymologiesfrom
OnHebrew Names (Liberinterpretationisnominumhebraicorum) alsohave
someinfluence．③Jeromeinterprets Sodom aspecoritacenti (“forsilent
cattle”),andEgyptastribulatio (“distress”),thelatterperhapsdrawnfrom
theresemblancebetween and ．④Bedeknow avariantofthefirst
(Sodom means“silent,”muta), butinterpretsEgyptas“dark” or“gloomy”

①

②

③

④

Englishtranslationfrom Tyconius, ExpositionoftheApocalypse, trans．F．X．Gumerlock,

introandnotesD．C．Robinson,FC１３４(Washington,DC:CatholicUniversityofAmericaPress,２０１７),

１１４; Latintextfrom R．Gryson, ed．, TyconiiAfriExpositioApocalypseos, CCSL１０７A (Turnhout:

Brepols,２０１１), １６９; thequotationisfrom Luke２１:２４．TyconiusalsoreferencesRev１１: ８ when
commentingonRev１:１５and２:８．

Tyconius,Exposition,１６６．
Jeromedrawsonearliersources, suchas Origenand Eusebius􀆳sOnomasticon, thoughhas

expandedthesetoincludepropernounsinRevelation．G．Bardy, “SaintJérômeetsesmaitreshébreux,”

RBén４６(１９３４):１４５Ｇ１６４; T．E．Hunt,JeromeofStridonandtheEthicsofLiteraryProductionin
LateAntiquity (Leiden: Brill, ２０２０), １２４Ｇ１４６; E．Poleg, “TheInterpretationsofHebrew Namesin
TheoryandPractice,”inFormandFunctionintheLateMedievalBible, eds．E．PolegandL．Light
(Leiden: Brill,２０１３),２１７Ｇ２３６．

P．deLagarde,ed．, “Liberinterpretationishebraicorumnominum: DeapocalypsiJohannis,”in
S．HieronymiPresbyteriOpera．ParsI,１, CCSL７２(Brepols: Turnhout,１９５９),１５９,１６０．
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(tenebrosa)．Thesetwointerpretationsareappropriatesincethegreatcityhas
“neitherthelightoffaithnorthevoiceofconfession．”①InterpretingEgyptas
“dark” or “darkness (tenebrae )” is probably more exegetical than
etymological,recallingthedarknesswhichengulfedtheland (Exod１０: ２１Ｇ
２３)．② The eighthＧcentury Reference Bible􀆳s On the Mysteries of the
ApocalypseofJohn (DeenigmatibusexApocalypsiJohannis), offeringa
moretropologicalormoralreading,proposesthatEgyptissocalled “because
ofthe“darkness”oftheirsinsandbecauseoftheirignorance．”③Similarly,the
cityofSodomisnotnamedsecundumistoriam, “accordingtotheliteral
sense．” Rather,theworldiscalledSodom “forasimilitudetotheevildeedsof
theresidentsofSodom,andEgyptbecauseofthe‘darkness’oftheirsinsand
becauseoftheirignorance．”④PseudoＧAlcuin(ninthcentury?)simplycombines
bothplacenamesinanallegoricalreading: “ByEgyptandSodomismeantthe
wickednessofthepersecutors．”⑤

Ⅳ．Armageddon

Anotherlocationin Revelation􀆳s mythicgeographyisthesiteof, or
gatheringplacefor⑥,thefinalbattle,identifiedbyJohnasaHebrewname⑦,

thoughtransliteratedintoGreekcharacters:

　
AndhegatheredthemtogetherattheplacewhichiscalledinHebrew

①

②

③

④

⑤

⑥

⑦

Bede,CommentaryonRevelation,１８３．LatinfromR．Grysoned．,BedaePresbyteriExpositio
Apocalypseos, CCSL１２１A (Turnhout: Brepols, ２００１), ３７５．Soalsoe．g．, MartinofLeon (PL２０９:

３６２); RichardofStVictor(PL１９６:７９３)．
Seealso,e．g．,GlossaonRev１１:８inGryson,IncertiauctorisGlossainApocalypsin,９７．
proptertenebras peccatorum etignorantiam．Gryson, Variorum Auctorum Commentaria

Minora,２７０．EnglishtranslationfromGumerlock,EarlyLatinCommentaries,６４．
Gryson,VariorumAuctorumCommentariaMinora,２７０; EnglishtranslationfromGumerlock,

EarlyLatinCommentaries,６４．
PerAegyptumetSodomapersecutoruminiquitasdesignatur．PL１００:１１４９．
ForthisinterpretationofRev１６:１６,seeR．Bauckham, “ArmageddonI: NewTestament,”in

EBR２．７７０．
IncontrasttoRev９:１１, wheretheHebrewnameAbaddonisalsogiventheGreekequivalent

．
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“Harmageddon” (Rev１６:１６)．

TheculturalimpactofArmageddonfaroutweighsitsprominenceinthe
ApocalypseofJohn, whereitisreferencedonlyonce(Rev１６:１６)．① Arecent
Googlesearchproducedover４７millionwebsites②,areflectionofthename􀆳s
broadculturalrecognition．③

Theetymologyofthenameisdisputed．④ Perhapsmoststraightforward,

and preferred by many commentators, is , “the mountain of
Megiddo．”⑤ Megiddo,transcribedinGreekas in４Kgdms９:２７and

inJosh１２:２１, wasthesiteofseveralsignificantbattles,including
DeborahandBarak􀆳svictoryovertheCanaanites(Judg５:１９), Gideon􀆳sdefeat
oftheMidianites(Judg７),andtheplacewherebothKingsAhaziahandJosiah
died(２Kgs９:２７;２３:２９)．Henceitwouldbeanappropriatelocationforthe
finalbattle．Yetthecityof Megiddo wasnotbuiltona mountain．Some
thereforeinterpretitas “the Megiddorange,”⑥ withaspecificreferenceto
MountCarmelseveralmilestothenorthwest(１Kgs１８)．⑦Otherswouldmake

①

②

③

④

⑤

⑥

⑦

Itislikely,however,thatArmageddonistheimpliedlocationoftwosubsequentbattlescenes,

atRev１９:１９Ｇ２１and２０:７Ｇ１０．Seee．g．, T．R．Schreiner, Revelation, BECNT (GrandRapids: Baker
Academic,２０２３),５５９, whoarguesthattheArmageddonscenedescribesthesamebattleasat６:１５Ｇ１７
and１９:１１Ｇ２１,thoughmaintainsthat２０:７Ｇ１０presentsadifferentscenario．

Accessed０４/０２/２０２４．
ForexamplesofthereceptionhistoryofArmageddon,seee．g．, G．W．Wainwright, Mysterious

Apocalypse:InterpretingtheBookofRevelation (Nashville: Abingdon, １９９３), １２１Ｇ１２３; Kovacsand
Rowland,Revelation,１７４Ｇ１７５; Tonstad,Revelation,２３４Ｇ２３７．

Forsummariesofscholarlyproposals, seee．g．, J．Jeremias, “HarMagedon (Apc１６: １６),”

ZNW ３１(１９３２):７３Ｇ７７;J．Paulien, “Armageddon,”inABD,eds．D．N．Freedmanetal．(NewYork:

Doubleday,１９９２),３９４Ｇ３９５;J．Day, “TheOriginofArmageddon:Revelation１６:１６asanInterpretation
ofZechariah１２: １１,” inCrossingtheBoundaries: EssaysinBiblicalInterpretationin Honourof
MichaelD．Goulder,eds．S．PorterandP．Joyce(Leiden:Brill,１９９４)３１５Ｇ３２６; D．E．Aune,Revelation
６Ｇ１６, WBC５２B (Nashville: ThomasNelson,１９９８),８９８Ｇ８９９; Boxall,TheRevelationofSaintJohn,

２３２Ｇ２３３; Koester,Revelation,６６０Ｇ６６１．
E．g．, Corsini,TheApocalypse,３０６,３１１Ｇ３１３; Koester,Revelation,６６１．
E．Lohmeyer,DieOffenbarungdesJohannes, HNT (Tübingen:J．C．B．Mohr[PaulSiebeck],

１９５３),１３７．
E．g．, W．H．Shea, “TheLocationandSignificanceofArmageddoninRev１６: １６,” AUSS１８

(１９８０):１５７Ｇ１６２; BeasleyＧMurray,Revelation,２４５; R．Stefanovic,RevelationofJesusChrist (Berrien
Springs: AndrewsUniversityPress,２００２),４８８Ｇ４８９．
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itplural: “themountainsofMegiddo,”①readingRev１６: １６intertextually
withEzekiel３８Ｇ３９, whichdescribesthefinalbattle “onthe mountainsof
Israel” (Ezek３９:４,１７)．②

Additionaletymologieshavealsobeenproposedby modernscholars,

including“CityofMegiddo” ( ),“hisfertilemountain” ( ),③and
“thedesirablecity” ( ),thelattertwointerpretationsunderstoodasa
referencetoJerusalem．④OthersfindthekeyinZech１２:１１, wheretheHebrew
“in the plain of Megiddo” ( )⑤ istranslatedin the LXX as

,apparentlyinterpreting asderivedfrom , “cut
down．”⑥ Finally,theproposalthatArmageddonisderivedfrom “mountof
assembly” ( ,Isa１４: １３),themountainofthegods, hasgarnered
somesupport．⑦ Thisiseitherviewednegatively,asademonicrivaltoMount
Zion⑧,orpositively,asanalternativenameforZion/Jerusalem (cf．Ps４８:１,

２,５)．⑨

Commentatorsarealso divided over whether Armageddonshould be
interpretedastheliteralsiteofthelastbattle (either Megiddooranother

①

②

③

④

⑤

⑥

⑦

⑧

⑨

Charles,RevelationofSt．John,ii．５０．
E．g．, Day, “TheOriginofArmageddon,”３２３．
T．K．Cheyne, “Armageddon,”inEncyclopediaBiblica１ (London: A．& C．Black, １８９９),

３１１．
Charles,RevelationofSt．John,ii．５０．ForMegiddoasJerusalem,seealsoA．J．Beagley, The

‘SitzimLeben’oftheApocalypse: WithParticularReferencetotheRoleoftheChurch􀆳sEnemies,

BZNW５０(BerlinandNewYork:deGruyter,１９８７),８７Ｇ８９．
ThisistheonlyplaceintheHebrewBiblewhereMegiddoisspeltwithafinalnun, paralleling

thespellingofArmageddon．Koester,Revelation,６６０．
Hence“themountainofdestruction/slaughter,” permittinganotherallusiontoJerusalem (cf．

Zech１４:２)．H．K．LaRondelle, “TheBiblicalConceptofArmageddon,”JETS２８(１９８５):２１Ｇ３１,at２３,

n．４; Ford,Revelation,２６３．
F．Hommel, “InschriftlicheGlossenundExkursezurGenesisundzuPropheten,” NKZ １

(１８９０):３９３Ｇ４１２,at４０６Ｇ４０７,n．３．SeealsoC．C．Torrey, “Armageddon,” HTR３１(１９３８):２３７Ｇ２４８;R．
E．Loasby, “‘HarＧMagedon’ accordingtothe HebrewintheSettingoftheSeven LastPlaguesof
Revelation１６,”AUSS２７(１９８９):１２９Ｇ１３２; M．Rissi,TheFutureoftheWorld (London:SCMPress,

１９７２),１５．
E．g．, Lupieri,ApocalypseofJohn,２４４．
Loasby, “HarＧMagedon,” １３２: “theplacefrom which Christwilldestroythe wicked, the

‘MountofAssembly,’thatis, MountZion．”
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locationinPalestine)①,ascodeforadifferenthistoricallocationentirely②,or
inasymbolic, nonＧgeographicsense③．DavidAuneexpressesthelatterview
evocatively: “themythicalapocalypticＧworldmountainwheretheforceshostile
toGod,assembledbydemonicspirits, willgatherforfinalbattleagainstGod
andhispeople．”④Ifsymbolic, thequestforaprecisegeographicallocation
wouldbebothunnecessaryandinappropriate, withtheplacenamepermitting
multiplescripturalandmythicallusions．⑤

Whatdoestheearlyreceptionhistory makeofArmageddon? Although
someGreekmanuscriptsreadsimply or atRev１６:１６,i．e．,

Megiddo⑥,itisstrikingthatearlycommentatorsrarely mentionthecity．
Accordingtoan Arabiccommentaryon Revelation, Hippolytus (d．２３５)

understoodArmageddontomean “thesmooth (or:trodden) place,”whichhe
tooktobeareferencetothe WadiJehoshaphatoutsideJerusalem, where
accordingtoJoel４:２theLordwillgatherthenationsforjudgment．⑦

The Greekcommentators Oecumeniusand Andrew of Caesarea both

①

②

③

④

⑤

⑥

⑦

SeetheDispensationalistendＧtimescenariosofCyrusI．ScofieldandHalLindsey．C．I．Scofield,

TheScofieldReferenceBible (Oxford: OxfordUniversityPress,１９１７); H．LindseyandC．C．Carlson,

TheLate Great Planet Earth (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, １９７０)．Cf．Wainwright, Mysterious
Apocalypse,１３２．

E．g．, HugoGrotiusinterpretsArmageddonsymbolicallyasaprophecyofConstantine􀆳svictory
overMaxentiusattheMilvianBridgein３１２, basedontheetymologymonscongregationis (“mountof
assembly”)．H．Grotius,OperaTheologicorum ２:２ (London: MosesPitt, １６７９), １２１３．J．B．Bossuet
understandsittosignifythedefeatoftheRomanemperorValerianbyPersianforces．J．B．Bossuet,

L􀆳Apocalypseavecuneexplication (LaHaye: MarbreＧCramoisy,１６９０),１４,１８９Ｇ１９０．ForHerder,itisa
symbolicreferencetothesiegeofMasada．J．G．Herder,Johannesoffenbarung (TübingenandStuttgart:

Cotta,１８２９),１３４．
E．g．, A．Farrer,TheRevelationofSt．JohntheDivine (Oxford:ClarendonPress,１９６４),１７８;

Tonstad,Revelation,２３０Ｇ２３２．
Aune,Revelation６Ｇ１６,８９８．
SeeLaRondelle, “TheBiblicalConceptofArmageddon,”３０Ｇ３１．
Forfurtherdetails,seeB．M．Metzger,ATextualCommentaryontheGreekNewTestament,

２ndedn (Stuttgart: DeutscheBibelgesellschaft, １９９４),６８１; Aune, Revelation６Ｇ１６, ８５８Ｇ８５９．The
shorterreadingisalsofoundintheolderSyriactranslation．J．Gwynn,TheApocalypseofSt．John,ina
SyriacVersionHithertoUnknown (Dublin: DublinUniversityPress,１８９７)．

Hippolytus, HippolytusWerke,ed．H．AchelisandG．N．Bonwetsch, GCS１．２ (Leipzig:J．C．
Hinrichs􀆳scheBuchhandlung, １８９７), ２３６ [der weiche (oder: getretene) Ort]．PrigentandStehly
translatethephrase “lieubienéglisé．” P．PrigentandR．Stehly, “LesfragmentsduDeApocalypsi
d􀆳Hippolyte,”TZ２９(１９７３):３１３Ｇ３３３,at３３０．
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proposeanetymologysimilartoZech１２: １１LXX ( )．①

Oecumenius,althoughhisbiblicaltextreads (i．e．, Megiddo) atRev
１６:１６,ismoreinterestedinthemeaningoftheplacename．Heobservesthat
thename “meansacleft” or “deep wound ( )” oralternatively “a
cleaving” or “beingseverelywounded ( ),” signifyingthebrutal
slaughterwhichwilltakeplacethere．② AndrewsimplyrepeatsOecumenius􀆳s
etymology．

Inthe West, severalotheretymologiesappearinLatincommentaries,

mostderivedfromJerome􀆳sOnHebrewNames, whichlistsfour:

Armageddonmeanseitheranuprisingoftherooforanuprisingof
formerthings．Butabettermeaningmightbeamountainfromrobbersor
asphericalmountain．③

Armageddonconsurrectiotectisiueconsurrectioin priora．Sed
meliusmonsalatrunculisuelmonsglobosus．④

AllfourseemtobeetymologicalexplanationsderivedfromtheHebrew,

asRev１６:１６demands,albeittransmittedviaJerome􀆳sGreeksource, which
fortheNewTestamenthebelievedwascomposedbyOrigen．⑤Forexample,

consurrectioinprioraisaLatintranslationof found
inthepseudoＧOrigenistOnomasticaVaticana, apparentlyfromthe Hebrew

and ．⑥Jerome􀆳stwopreferredinterpretations—monsalatrunculisand
monsglobosus—probablytranslate and respectively．⑦ The

①

②

③

④

⑤

⑥

⑦

E．g．, E．Nestle, “HarＧMagedon,”inDictionaryoftheBible, ed．J．Hastings (Edinburgh:

T．& T．Clark,１８９９),２．３０４Ｇ３０５; P．Prigent,CommentaryontheApocalypseofSt．John,trans．W．
Pradels(Tübingen: MohrSiebeck,２００４),４７４,n．２３．

ThedifferentEnglishtranslationsarefromOecumenius,CommentaryontheApocalypse,trans．
J．N．Suggit, FC１１２ (Washington, DC: CatholicUniversityofAmericaPress,２００６),１４２; Weinrich,

GreekCommentaries,７１．Greektextfrom M．deGroote,ed．,OecvmeniiCommentarivsinApocalypsin,

TraditioExegeticaGraeca８(Leuven:Peeters,１９９９),２１４．
Englishtranslationfrom Weinrich,LatinCommentaries,１６７,n．２１．
Lagarde, “Liberinterpretationis,”１５９．
L．L．Grabbe,EtymologyinEarlyJewishInterpretation: TheHebrew NamesinPhilo, BJS

１１５(Atlanta:ScholarsPress,１９８８),１６．
Jeremias, “HarMagedon(Apc１６:１６),”７４,andn．４．
Jeremias, “HarMagedon(Apc１６:１６),”７５,nn．４and５．
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latterproposalistheresultofJerome􀆳sextensiveknowledgeoftheholyland,

sinceheidentifiedArmageddonwith MountTabor (cf．Judg４: ６, １２),the
circularmountainarisingfromtheJezreelValleyapproximatelytwentymiles
fromTelMegiddo．ThismakesTaboraplausiblecandidateforthe“mountain
ofMegiddo．”

MedievalLatincommentarieswhichcitevariantsofJerome􀆳setymologies
includetheseventhＧcenturyReferenceBible􀆳sDeEnigmatibus,Bede􀆳seighthＧ
centuryExpositioApocalypseos, Berengaudus(possiblyeleventhcentury)①,

RupertofDeutz (c．１０７５Ｇ１１２９)②, MartinofLeon (１１２５Ｇ１２０３)③, andthe
GlossaOrdinariaontheApocalypse．④ OftentheyelaborateonJerome􀆳sterse
etymologiestoofferallegoricalinterpretations．Forexample, theReference
Bibleexplainsconsurrectioinprioraasmeaning“thesaintsliberatedfromthe
persecution．”⑤ Theinterestislessinidentifyingthelocationthatinexploring
thedivinelyＧgifted meaningoftheplacename, whichherereflectsthefact
that, atArmageddon, thepersecutorsofGod􀆳speople willthemselvesbe
defeated．PseudoＧAnselm (１２thcentury?)knowsthealternativemonsfurumor
“mountainofrobbers,” whichheinterpretsasareferencetotheAntichrist,
“whoisheadofallwhowishthestealthefaithfromthesaints”(quiestcaput
omniumquisanctisfidemfurarivolunt)．⑥ Again, thenameisviewedas
appropriatetowhatwilloccurthere．

ThehermeneuticsofthefourthＧcenturyTyconiusofCarthagealsoshapes
how several Latin commentators understand Armageddon． Tyconius􀆳s
emphasisonrecapitulationanticipatesseveralmoderncommentatorsinseeing
thebattlescenesofRev１６: １６and２０: ７Ｇ１０asdescribingthesamefinal
battle,andinterpretingtheplaceofthebattleecclesiologicallyratherthan

①

②

③

④

⑤

⑥

PL１７:９０８．
PL１６９:１１２６．
PL２０９:３８３．
Gryson,IncertiauctorisGlossainApocalypsin,１１８．TheCambridgemsreads“Hermaidon”for

“Armageddon．”

Gumerlock,EarlyLatinCommentaries,７５．
PsＧAnselm,PL１６２:１５５９,apparentlyavariantofJerome􀆳smonsalatrunculis．Thisreadingis

alsoknowntoMartinofLeon(PL２０９:３８３)．
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geographically．① Armageddoniswherethenationsgathertosurround “the
campofthesaintsandthebelovedcity②, thatis, thechurch (idest,

ecclesiam)．”③ Thisconceptionthatthelastbattleisplayedoutmultipletimes,

whereverthechurchisthreatenedbyhostileforces,isfollowedbyPrimasius,

Beatus,andBede．Suchinterpretationsareverydifferentfromtheoftencrassly
militaristicmodernreadingsinwhichArmageddonfunctionsasaliteralfinal
battlebetweenopposinghumanarmies．④

Howeveronejudgestherobustnessoftheseinterpretations⑤,twothings
areclearfrom the medievalLatintexts．First, Jeromeandhissuccessors
evidentlyseekanetymologicalexplanationviaHebrew,respondingdirectlyto
theclueprovidedinRev１６:１６．Indeed, Jerome􀆳smonsalatrunculisisnot
dissimilarto the modern proposal that the name means “ marauding
mountain,”avariationonBabylon􀆳s “destroyingmountain”inJer５１: ２５．⑥

Second,fewseeminterestedinidentifyingaspecificgeographicallocationfor
Armageddon．Instead,theirfocusisonwhattheplacenamesignifies, whether
becauseofwhatwilltakeplacethereorbecauseofitsphysicalcharacteristics．
ArareexceptionisBrunoofSegni, whoreferencesJosiah􀆳sdeathatMegiddo,

butmergesitwiththequotationfromZech１２:１１Ｇ１２,thusseeingweepingat
Josiah􀆳sdeathasforeshadowingthegriefatthefinalbattleinJerusalem．⑦

①

②

③

④

⑤

⑥

⑦

Schreineridentifiesthisasthepositionofmodernamillennialists．Schreiner,Revelation,５５９．
AreferencetoRev２０:９．
Gryson,TyconiiAfri,２０１; EnglishtranslationfromTyconius,Exposition,１５７．
B．Chilton,VisionsoftheApocalypse:ReceptionsofJohn􀆳sRevelationinWesternImagination

(Waco: BaylorUniversityPress,２０１３),９Ｇ１０．
Torreydismisses Origen and Jerome as resorting to “farＧfetched etymology．” Torrey,

“Armageddon,”２３９．
G．B．Caird,TheRevelationofStJohntheDivine, BNTC (London: A．& C．Black,１９６６),

２０７,deriving“marauding”fromtheHebrew ,asinZech１２:１１LXX．SeealsoM．Jauhiainen, “The
OTBackgroundtoArmageddon (Rev．１６:１６) Reconsidered,” NovT４７．４(２００５):３８１Ｇ３９３．

BrunoofSegnionRev１６:１６(PL１６５:６９５)．Formodernparallels,seee．g．,Corsini􀆳sviewthat
ArmageddonisanallegoryforthedeathofJesusasthenewJosiah, whichtookplaceonthehillof
Golgotha．Corsini,TheApocalypse,３５５Ｇ３５６．OntheJosiahtypology,seealsotheperceptivecomments
inP．J．Leithart,Revelation１Ｇ１１,ITC (LondonandNew York: Bloomsbury/T．& T．Clark,２０１８),

１５５Ｇ１５７．



—３５　　　 —

Ⅴ．TheCitiesoftheSevenChurches

If the aboveＧmentioned places function more symbolically than
geographically, whatofthelocationsofthesevencongregations,theseven
citiesofAsia(Rev１:１１;２Ｇ３)? Mostcriticalscholarsassumethatitsufficesto
locatethesecitiesliterallyinfirstＧcenturyproconsular Asia．① A minority,

however,observingthatthereweremorethansevencongregationsofChristＧ
followersinfirstＧcenturyproconsularAsia②, permitthatthesevenchurches
functionas morethanseven historicalcongregations, giventhesymbolic
meaningofthenumberseven．③

Thisviewthatthesevenchurchesrepresentmorethanthesumoftheir
partsistakenasreadbyearliercommentators．TheauthoroftheMuratorian
CanonfindsitsignificantthatbothJohnandPaulwrotetosevenchurches,

i．e．,tothewholechurch(Mur．Frag．Ⅱ,４８Ｇ５０,５７Ｇ６０)．④SodoesVictorinus,

notingthatwhatJohn “saystoone, hesaystoall(quodunidicitomnibus
dicit)．”⑤ Thisconvictionthatthesevenchurchesrepresenttheuniversalchurchwill
becomestandardinmedievalLatinexegesis(e．g．, Apringius, Primasius, Bede,

Berengaudus)．ThesamepertainsintheEast．ForAndrewofCaesarea,there
isalreadya “mystical” dimensiontothenumberseven: “mysticallymeaning
[ ]bythisnumberthechurcheseverywhere．”

①

②

③

④

⑤

E．g．,B．WitheringtonⅢ,Revelation, NCBC(Cambridge:CambridgeUniversityPress,２００３),

７５．Onwiderreception,seee．g．, KovacsandRowland, Revelation,５２Ｇ５８; Koester, Revelation,２３１Ｇ
２３４; M．Karrer, Johannesoffenbarung (Off．１,１Ｇ５,１４), EKK ２４/１ (Ostfildern: Patmos Verlag/

Göttingen: Vandenhoeck& Ruprecht,２０１７),３７３Ｇ３９２．
ColossaeandHierapolisnearLaodiceaintheLycusvalley, Col１:２;４:１３; MagnesiaＧonＧtheＧ

MeanderandTralles,addressedintheearlysecondcenturybyIgnatiusofAntioch; AlexandrianTroas,

Acts１６:８;２０:６Ｇ１２;２Cor２:１２;２Tim４:１３．
E．g．, H．Giesen,DieOffenbarungdesJohannes, RNT (Regensburg: VerlagFriedrichPustet,

１９９７),４２Ｇ４４; G．K．Beale, TheBookofRevelation, NIGTC (GrandRapidsandCambridge/Carlisle:

Eerdmans/PaternosterPress,１９９９),１８６Ｇ１８７; Boxall,TheRevelationofSaintJohn,２９Ｇ３０; Moloney,

TheApocalypseofJohn,４５．
Bede,ExpositioonRev１:１１, makesasimilarcomparisonbetweenJohnandPaul．
Englishtranslationfrom Weinrich, LatinCommentaries,３; Latinfrom VictorindePoetovio,

Surl􀆳Apocalypseetautresécrits,ed．M．Dulaey,SC４２３(Paris:LesÉditionsduCerf,１９９７),５２．Seealso
e．g．,Cyprian,Fort．１１; Origen, Num．Hom．３．３．３．
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Inaddition, hediscernsafurthercorrespondencetohisowntime, “in
which the seventh period of days is taking place．”① This figurative
interpretationgenerallygoeshandＧinＧhandwiththeconvictionthatRev２Ｇ３was
originallyaddressedtoliteralfirstＧcenturycongregations,asBedeobservesin
hiscommentaryonRev１:１１: “TheChurchofChristwasnotonlyinthese
placesatthistime,butallfulnessiscomprisedinthenumberseven．”②Bede,

andothersintheTyconiantradition (e．g．, CaesariusofArles; Beatus),view
thesevenchurchesastypesofdifferentkindsofchurches,ordifferenttypesof
Christian,onthebasisthattheSpiritaddresseshimselfto “thechurches”
(Rev２:７,１１,１７,２９;３:６,１３,２２)．③

More strikingisthe attention, particularlyin the Latin exegetical
tradition,tothemeaningoftheplacenamesthemselves．Theoriginalnaming
ofthesecitiesseemstohavebeeneponymous．AccordingtoStrabo,Smyrnais
saidtohavebeennamedaftertheAmazonwhofoundedit,aswasthecasefor
Ephesus,originallyalsocalledSmyrna(Strabo,Geog．１１．５．４;１２．３．２１;１４．１．
４)．④ Similarly, Pergamum supposedlyreceiveditsnamefromitsfounder
Pergamus⑤,Philadelphiafrom AttalusⅡ Philadelphus⑥,andLaodiceafrom
Laodikē,thewifeorsisterofAntiochusⅡ, whorenamedthecitywhenhe
fortifieditbetween２６１and２５３BCE．⑦Yet,apparentlyonthebasisofRev１１:

８and１６:１６,aswellasthesymbolismofthenumberseven,greaterattention
ispaidinLatinpatristicandmedievalexegesistowhatGodintendedbythese
names．

FormanyLatincommentators,themainsourceisJerome􀆳sOnHebrewNames,

①

②

③

④

⑤

⑥

⑦

AndrewofCaesarea, Commentaryonthe Apocalypse, trans．E．S．Constantinou, FC １２３
(Washington, DC: CatholicUniversityofAmericaPress, ２０１１), ５６; seeConstantinou, Guidingtoa
BlessedEnd,１９０．

Bede,CommentaryonRevelation,trans．F．Wallis, TTH５８ (Liverpool: LiverpoolUniversity
Press,２０１３),１１１．

Tyconius,Exposition,４４;cf．Matt５:３;２Cor６:１０．
D．E．Aune,Revelation１Ｇ５, WBC５２A (Dallas: WordBooks,１９９７),１５９．
Aune,Revelation１Ｇ５,１８０．
Charles,RevelationofSt．John,i．８５．ButseeC．J．Hemer,TheLetterstotheSevenChurches

intheirLocalSetting,JSNTS１１(Sheffield:JSOTPress,１９８６),１５３Ｇ１５４．
Aune,Revelation１Ｇ５,２４９．
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parallelingthetreatmentofArmageddon．①Jeromeinterpretsthenamesofthe
sevencitiesasfollows:②

Ephesus　 　uoluntassiueconsilium meum (“my will” or “my
counsel”);

Smyrna　 canticumeorum (“theirsong”);

Pergamum　 diuidenticornuaeorumueldissecantiuallem (“tohim
whodividestheirhorns” or “tohim whodissectsthe
valley”);

Thyatira　 inluminata (“enlightened”);③

Sardis　 principiumpulchritudinis (“beginningofbeauty”);

Philadelphia saluanshaerentem domino (“preservingadherenceto
theLord”);

Laodicea　 tribusamabilisdominisiuefueruntinuomitu (“tribe
belovedoftheLord”or“theywereinvomit”)．④

AsforArmageddon,Jerome􀆳sinterpretationsofthecitynamesareapparently
etymological,derivedfromHebrew (cf．Rev１６:１６)．Althoughprecisederivationis
unclear,theunderlyingpresuppositionisthatnamesconvey meaning．Forlater
commentatorsonRevelation(e．g．, Apringius,Primasius,Beatus,Bede),Jerome􀆳s
etymologiesareexpandedtofunctionasglossesonthecharacterofthecities,

orthechurchestherein．AsthesixthＧcenturyApringiusofBéjahasit: “But
thereisamightymysteryinthenames, whichwewillexamineanddiscussto
theextentthatGodallows．”⑤ Thus, ApringiusinterpretsJerome􀆳s “their
song” (Smyrna) asareferencetothesong “ofthose whohaverightly

①

②

③

④

⑤

LatermedievalcommentariesdrawingonJerome􀆳sOn Hebrew NamesincludePseudoＧAlcuin
(PL１００:１０９６),CommemoratoriumdeApocalypsiJohannisApostoli (inGryson,VariorumAuctorum
CommentariaMinora), PseudoＧAnselm (PL１６２), Berengaudus (PL１７), theGlossaordinaria (in
Gryson,IncertiauctorisGlossainApocalypsin),andMartinofLeon(PL２０９)．

Lagarde, “Liberinterpretationis,”１５９Ｇ１６０．
ThedefinitionforThyatiracomesfrom Jerome􀆳slistofnamesfrom Acts: Lagarde, “Liber

interpretationis,”１４９Ｇ１５０．
ThelatterdefinitionisprobablyderivedfromRev３:１６．
Sedestfortein nominibussacramentum, quod discutientes, in quantum deus dederit,

disseramus．ApringiusinGryson, Variorum Auctorum Commentaria Minora, ４１．Englishtranslation
from Weinrich,LatinCommentaries,２８．
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confessedthecatholictruth,” reflectingthe positiveassessmentofthat
church􀆳sfaith(Rev２:９Ｇ１０)．①

AnobviousobjectiontoJerome􀆳setymologiesisthatthenamesofthe
sevencitiesofAsiashouldbederivedeitherfrom Greek, orfromanearlier
Anatolian language．Thus, although Bede knows several of Jerome􀆳s
interpretations, probablyviaPrimasius􀆳scommentary②, insomecaseshe
prefersGreekalternatives．For Ephesus, heoffers “agreatfallingaway
(lapsusmagnus)” asanalternativeto “mywillisinher (uoluntasmeain
ea),” reflectingtheresemblanceofthecity􀆳snametothe Greek ,
“throwing” or “hurling．”③ Both namesareappropriatefor Revelation􀆳s
messagetothechurchinEphesus,sinceitsangelissaidtohave“fallen” (Rev
２:５),yetthechurchcontainsthosewhocarryoutGod􀆳swill(Rev２:２Ｇ３,６)．
SmyrnaisunderstoodasderivedfromtheGreekwordfor “myrrh” (Latin:

myrra; Greek: ), whichBedegivesanadditionalallegoricalmeaning,

perhapswithatropologicalfunctionforthebenefitofhisreaders: “which
symbolizesthemortificationoftheflesh．”④Thyatirameans“sacrificialvictim”
(hostiam; Greek )．⑤Sardisconnectswiththegemstone ,oneof
thetwelvepreciousstonesadorningtheNewJerusalem (Rev２１:２０), while
thecityofPhiladelphiaisappropriatelyidentifiedas“brotherlylove” (dilectio
fraterna,fromtheGreek )．⑥

Theexegeticalprocess—beginning withetymology, andusingthatto
discernthesymbolicsignificanceofaplacenameforreadersattunedto
Revelation􀆳smythicgeography—isarguablyrootedinthecluesprovidedby
JohnofPatmos,especiallyinRev１１:８and１６:１６．Theadditionalsignificance
isfrequentlysoughtto makea moralortropologicalpoint, insomecases
relatedtothe“character”ofthechurchinthatplace．

①

②

③

④

⑤

⑥

Weinrich,LatinCommentaries,３３．
E．g．,Pergamumas“dividingtheirhorns”;Laodiceaas“tribebelovedoftheLord”or“theywere

invomit．”

Bede,CommentaryonRevelation,１１６,n．５７; LatinfromGryson,BedaePresbyteri,２４９．
Bede,CommentaryonRevelation,１１７; LatinfromGryson,BedaePresbyteri,２５３．
Bede,CommentaryonRevelation,１２１,n．８６; LatinfromGryson,BedaePresbyteri,２５９．
Gryson,BedaePresbyteri,２６５,２６７．
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Ⅵ．Patmos

What,finally,ofJohn􀆳sownlocation,atleastforhisinauguralvisionif
notalsoofcomposition?Evenallowingforasymbolicadditiontothenamesof
thesevenAsiancities,Patmoswouldappeartobeanobviousexceptiontothe
symbolicrule．Afterall,itismentionedpriortothevisionsproper,rootingthe
seerfirmlyonterrafirma．Yet,areturntoRev１１:８, withitsstatementthat
thegreatcity “isspirituallycalled “Sodom” and “Egypt”,” suggestsamore
complexreality．Thepassive couldbetakenasadivineortheological
passive:i．e．, Godhascalledthegreatcity “Sodom”and “Egypt．” Thesame
couldbesaidfortheplace “whichiscalled ( ) in Hebrew
Armageddon” (Rev１６:１６)．

Like１１:８and１６:１６, Rev１:９combinesaplacenamewiththepassive
voiceoftheverb ．Johnstates,notmerelythathewasonPatmos,but
that he was “on the island which is called Patmos” (

, Rev１:９)．Identifyinghislocationasanisland, withina
Jewishworldview, highlightsitsmarginalcharacter,sinceintheLXX
oftendescribes“theislandsofthegentiles,”particularlyintheMediterranean
( ,e．g．, Gen１０:５,３２;Zeph２:１１;１Macc１１:３８)．Thatitis
calledPatmospotentiallyinvestsitsplacenamewiththeologicalsignificance．①

Indeed,aplausiblereadingofRevelation􀆳snarrativepresentsPatmosasan
islandofmythicproportions,abletocontainbothawilderness (Rev１７:３)

andaloftymountainontowhichtheNewJerusalemdescends(Rev２１:１０)．
EtymologicalexplanationsofthenamePatmos(anditsancientvariantPatnos,

foundina２ndcenturyBCEinscription) haveincludedaderivationfromthe
Greek or“step,”reflectingthemyththatthegodPoseidonsteppedon
thisisland,andfromaSyriacwordmeaning“terebinth,”perhapsbecausesuch
treesgrewthere．②

Yet, unlike “thegreatcity,” Armageddon, andeventhecitiesofthe
sevenchurches,earlyreceptionhistoryismorereluctanttoexplorethedeeper

①

②

SeethediscussioninBoxall,Patmos,１６Ｇ２２．
V．Guérin,Descriptiondel􀆳îledePatmosetdel􀆳îledeSamos (Paris: AugusteDurand,１８５６),２Ｇ４．
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significanceofthename“Patmos．”PatmosisthesoleplacenameinRevelation
notdiscussedbyJeromeinhisOnHebrew Names．Ontheotherhand,early
interpretersdidconsidertheappropriatenessoftheisland􀆳sremotenessand
restrictedsizefortheexileofatroublesomepreacherandforthereceptionof
visions．①BothPrimasiusandBede,forexample,almostcertainlydrawingon
Tyconius, observethat “Itwasfittingthatwhenhewasforbiddentogo
beyondacircumscribedconfineoftheearth, itwasvouchsafedtohimto
penetratethesecretthingsofheaven．”② Thisreadingaccordsagreaterroleto
divineagencyinthedebatedphrase (Rev
１:９)．Thoughhumanagents(e．g．,theemperor,oralocalRomanofficialin
AsiaMinor) mayhavebeeninstrumentalinJohn􀆳ssojournonPatmos,asthe
traditionalview wouldhaveit, ultimatelythehandofGodwasatworkin
bringinghisservanttothisislandofvision．③

More intriguing is a reading found in multiple medieval Latin
commentaries, whereby Patmosisinterpretedbythe Latin nounfretum
(“strait,” “channel,” “raging”)．Thisinterpretationgoesbackatleasttothe
seventhoreighthcentury,sinceitisinterpolatedintoacopyofPrimasius􀆳s
commentaryfromthatdateintheBodleianLibrary, Oxford．④Itisalsofound,

among others, in commentaries by Primasius􀆳s eighthＧcentury successor
AmbroseAutpert, HaimoofAuxerre (ninthcentury), andPseudoＧAnselm．
Moreover,Patmosasfretum waspopularizedintheMiddleAgesthroughits
inclusioninthe Glossaordinaria, which also connectsthe geographical
remotenessofPatmostoJohn􀆳sproximitytodivinerealities．⑤Anetymological
explanationisnotobvious, whetheroneis workingin Latin, Greek, or
Hebrew．Thoughetymologycannotberuledoutentirely, amorepromising

①

②

③

④

⑤

Boxall,Patmos,２８Ｇ５５．
Bede,CommentaryonRevelation,１１１(italicsintheoriginal, markingthedirectquotationfrom

Primasius)．InsupportofaTyconiansource,seeK．B．Steinhauser, TheApocalypseCommentaryof
Tyconius:A HistoryofItsReceptionandInfluence (Frankfurtam Main:PeterLang,１９８７),２６７．

ThismotifisparticularlyprominentinapocryphallivesofJohn, suchastheActsofJohnat
Rome (eitherfourthorfifthcentury)andtheGreekActsofJohnbyProchorus (probablyfifthcentury)．
Boxall,Patmos,５１Ｇ５３,１０６Ｇ１１４．

CodexBodleianus, MS．Douce１４０[２１７１４], Ⅱ,１０５Ｇ１０７．Boxall,Patmos,７０Ｇ７１．
Gryson,IncertiavctorisGlossainApocalypsin,３９．
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explanationisofferedbygematria．Inasimplesystem wherebythelettersof
theLatinalphabetcorrespondtonumbersfrom １to２３, bothPatmosand
fretum havethe numericalvalue７９．① This offersasomewhatdifferent
exegeticalapproachtothe meaningofRevelation􀆳splacenames, takingits
startingＧpointnotfromRev１６:１６ (Hebrewetymology) butfromthecallto
calculatethenumberofbeastinRev１３:１８, whichisfrequentlysolvedusing
gematria．②

Conclusion

ThisreceptionＧhistoricalexplorationofRevelation􀆳splacenamesmakesno
claimtobeexhaustive．Further workcouldfruitfullybeundertaken, for
example,onMountZion, wheretheLambstandswiththe１４４,０００ (Rev１４:

１),ortheRiverEuphrates(Rev９:１４;１６:２),thegreatriverwhichflowed
throughBabylon, whose“manywaters” (Jer５１:１３;cf．Rev１７:１)cometo
symbolize “peoplesand multitudes, nationsandlanguages” in Revelation􀆳s
symbolicgeography(Rev１７:１５)．Onemightalsohaveincludedtheslewof
personalnames,someofwhich,like“Sodom”and“Egypt” (Rev１１:８)serve
toobscureactualnamesas wellasrevealing perceived characterflaws:
“Jezebel” (Rev２: ２０), “Balaam” (Rev２: １４), possibly “theNicolaitans”
(Rev２:６,１５)．③Attentiontothemeaningofnamesmightaccordadditional
significanceto“Antipas,”thesolenamedChristianmartyrinPergamum (Rev
２:１３),andperhapseventhatofJohnhimself( ,aGreekformof ,
“Yahwehis[or‘hasbeen’]gracious,” Rev１:１,４,９)．④

Thereceptionhistoryoftheplacenamesdiscussedheredemonstratesthe
sensitivityofolderinterpreterstowhatsuchnamesconvey,inatextwhose

①

②

③

④

PATMOS＝１５＋１＋１９＋１２＋１４＋１８＝７９．FRETUM＝６＋１７＋５＋１９＋２０＋１２＝７９．Boxall,

Patmos,７２．
TherearesomeattemptstointerpretPatmosetymologicallyfromtheHebrew, thoughthese

aremuchlater, e．g．,theFrenchJesuitJeanHardouin(１６４６Ｇ１７２９)．J．Hardouin,JoannisHarduini
CommentariusinNovumTestamentum (Amsterdam,１７４１),７３９;seeBoxall,Patmos,１６１Ｇ１６２．

Thelasttwonamesaresometimesconnectedetymologicallybyscholars．Charles,Revelationof
St．John,i．５２Ｇ５３．

Aune,Revelation１Ｇ５,xlixＧl．
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“literalsense”isoftenprofoundlysymbolic．Thevariousstrategiesemployed
caneachclaimtoberootedinexegeticalcluesprovidedbythebiblicaltext,

whetheretymologicalexplanations(groundedinRev１６:１６),thoseresorting
togematria (taking Rev１３:１８astheirstartingＧpoint), orattendingtoa
place􀆳shistory,character, orpotential(followingtheleadofRev１１:８)．In
addition,theextensivescripturalmemorybankofpreＧmoderninterpreters
oftenflagsupintertextualconnectionswhichcanfurtherilluminateatext􀆳s
meaning,suchasHippolytus􀆳sidentificationofArmageddonwiththeValleyof
Jehoshaphat,recallingJoel４:２,orBrunoofSegni􀆳sappealbothtoZech１２:

１１Ｇ１２andtothedeathofJosiahat Megiddo (２ Kgs２３: ２９), withits
ChristologicalpotentialforviewingChristasthenewJosiah．Suchapproaches
canbeilluminatingforcontemporaryscholarship,irrespectiveoftheparticular
meritsofspecificinterpretations, suchasthe moretenuousetymological
explanations, which inevitably reflectthe circumstances and theological
perspectivesoftherespectiveinterpreter．

Moreover, suchtreatmentsofRevelation􀆳splacenames, whichoften
movebeyondetymologyandgematriatoquestionsofsignificanceandtheir
implicationsfor Christianliving, mesh withexegeticalreflectionon both
Revelation􀆳sgenreand purpose．Thatnames mean morethanlocationis
appropriateforabookwithapocalypticcharacteristics, giventhatapocalyptic
visions “expand the boundaries ofthe known world through esoteric
knowledge．”① Thatreadersareinvitedtoenquireintothesignificanceofplace
namesfortheirownfollowingofChristalsoaccords withatext which
functionstochallengeaswellasconsolethechurches (Rev２Ｇ３)．Thebasic
instinctofpreＧmodernreaders,inshort,istogivefullweighttotheinvitation
toreadnames (Rev１１:８),andthuspermittingthemproperly
theologicalsignificance．IfGod hascalledtheseplacesbynamessuchas
“Patmos,” “Sodom,” “Egypt,”and “Armageddon” (asRev１:９,１１:８and
１６: １６imply), thenthenamesthemselvesdeserveascloseattentionby
exegetesas do the specificlocationsthey denote．Earlyinterpreters of
Revelationseemtohaveunderstoodthistheologicalimperativewell．

① L．L．Thompson, “MappinganApocalypticWorld,”inSacredPlacesandProfaneSpaces,eds．
ScottandSimpsonＧHousley,１１５Ｇ１２７,at１１９．


