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Genserie, the Vandal king, who eaptured Rome in 455 A. p., the
passage as a whole can not go back to Vietorinus, who belonged
to the third eentury. It is not, however, surprising that the com-
mentary should be brought up to date, after Genseric became
notorious through the sack of Carthage or of Rome. Of the
other names in Vietorinus only ‘‘dicluz’’ needs mention. It is
said to be the Latin counterpart of rerav and by reckoning each
letter at its value in Roman numerals (D =500, I =1, C = 100,
L =50, V=5, X =10) the total of 666 is again given.

The Venerable Bede (Ezplan. in Apoc.) gives only the three
well-known names, rerav, avrepos, and apvovpe.

The Spanish monk Beatus in his ecommentary has eight names
of which damnatus (Sapvaros = 666), Antichristus, and acxyme
(axxipe error for aryye or axywe — 666) are not found elsewhere.
The numerieal interpretation of Antichristus is based on the
order of letters in the Latin alphabet, a = 1 to x = 300, but the
accusative must be taken and spelled Antechristum.

This system of explaining the number survives even today, as a
letter written me in 1906 well illustrates. It is too long to quote
in full. It was written in explanation of a request for eriticism
of the Latinity of several titles or alleged titles of the Pope.
One of these, Vicarius filiv Der, the Viear of the Son of God, had
heen explained in a book entitled T'he Reformation, which stated
that, if the numerical values of all the oceurrences of C, D, 1, L,
V(U) are added, the total is 666. The writer obtained the same
result from another supposed title Filius Latinus solis diet, the
Latin son of Sunday, which he evidently thought showed that the
Pope was instrumental in establishing Sunday as the holy day of
the Church. Tt would seem that with this style of interpretation
the field of possibilities had heen prefiy well exhausted, though
the present war has added an ingenious equation by whieh kaiser
gives 666,

Tn general in modern fimes a different system of explanation
of the number of the heast has been in vogue.  Instead of trying
to fignre out who the Antichrist will be or when he will come,
scholars have tried to identify the number with some ruler,
oppressor of the Chureh, and so fix the date when Revelation was
written.  Thus the Rev. Geo. Edmundson, in the Bampton Lee-
tures, Oxford, 1913, p. 173, after an able discussion in whieh he
shows that both statements and imagery in Revelation agree bet-
ter with a supposed date 70 A. b, than with that of 96 4. n,, adds
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every manuseript, the first in long passages at the head of each
section, the second written in red, sentence by sentence, through-
out the commentary. The two texts are quite different though
both are Old Latin texts. Both show errors which could have
originated only in commentaries. One must have come from the
Ticonius commentary, both may be originally derived from that
source. On the passage under discussion their evidence is deci-
sive. Text I omits vv. 17 and 18; text II, all of verse 18. The
number of the beast is thus missing in both texts. Yet it appears
in the commentary and in fact the commentary closes with a pas-
sage, which is close to verse 18 in form, but well illustrates the
commentary origin of the verse: ‘‘Hic est sapientia; qui habet
intellectum, computet numerum bestiae. Numerus enim hominis
est, id est Christi, cuius nomen sibi faeit bestia; quantum enim
adtinet per singulas litteras, hune numerum nomenque explebit
interpretaturque sic: DCLXVI.’’2

Similarly the anonymous Commentator in Augustine omits in
the Bible text the sentence containing the number of the beast,
though he has 616 in the commentary, as above noted. As both
Anonymus Aug. and Beatus seem to have derived their text
from Ticonius, we may assume that the Old Latin text of
North Africa omitted the number. The whole of verse 18
is natural commentary addition. The identification of the
number with a Roman emperor can not help us to date
Revelation, but only to fix the time of this commentary
addition, which doubtless first appeared as a marginal gloss. The
number 616 probably appeared in the carliest form and may be
connected with Nero as above. Yet it may have arisen much
Jater than Nero’s death. There was a widespread belief that
Nero had been only wonunded and would reappear later to estab-
lish his kingdom. Two false Neros used this belief to start
revolts within the twenty years following his death and the Sibyl-
line Oracles, composed at that time, also bear witness to the
prevalenec of that belief. It seems to have heen especially strong
among the more ignorant Jews of the eity of Rome. That it per-
sisted much later is shown by the following passage from Beatus:
“Quia Tudei Christumm crueifixerunt et pro Christo Neronem

> This is wisdom; he who has understanding, let him count the number
of tho beast,  For it is the number of & man, i. e. of Christ, whose name the
beast takes for itself; for how mueh this number and name amounts to by
the single letters, ho will reckon and thus he interprots 666,
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