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Preface
Great events in history often gather momentum and power long before they are
recognized by the experts and commentators on world affairs. Easily one of the most
neglected but powerfully galvanizing forces shaping history in the world today is the
prophecy of Gog and Magog from the 38th and 39th chapters of the book of Ezekiel.
This prophecy from the Jewish-Christian Bible has molded geo-politics, not only within the United States and the West but also, to an amazing degree, in the Muslim world
as well. It seems that, millennia ago, Ezekiel’s vision actually named the nation which
millions today believe plays the major role in this prophecy: the nation of Russia.
Many modern scholars have dismissed Ezekiel’s Gog and Magog prophecy as a
mystical apocalypse written to vindicate the ancient claims of a minor country’s deity.
The very notion of such a prediction—that semi-mythical and unrelated nations that
dwelt on the fringes of Israel’s geographical consciousness 2,500 years ago would, “in
the latter days,” suddenly coalesce into a tidal wave of opposition to a newly regathered
state of Jews—seems utterly incredible to a modern mentality. Such a scenario, the
experts say, belongs only to the fundamentalist “pop religion” of The Late, Great
Planet Earth and of TV evangelists.
But are the experts missing something? Why is Planet Earth the single bestselling book in English ever, beside the Bible? Why is this theme well received by a
huge proportion of the American people? Why is Ezekiel’s prophecy the basis for
many best-selling books in the Muslim world today? Could it be that this impossibly
odd apocalypse in fact resonates with the deep spiritual instincts of the masses worldwide? Is Ezekiel’s prophecy not only predicting history, but shaping it?
A thorough, scholarly investigation into both the locations and the foretold destinies of the key nations in Ezekiel’s Gog prophecy has never heretofore been produced
at this level of detail. Hence, this work is a fairly technical essay intended primarily for
the advanced reader and scholar, who have become so because they can judiciously
follow evidence wherever it leads. We trust that this present study will lead the discussion to a significantly higher level of discourse on this controversial subject.
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Overview of Contents
While the prophetic vision recorded in Ezekiel’s chapters 36-39—particularly chapters
38 and 39—is having a considerable and world-wide impact on human affairs, the focus of
my efforts draws attention to the important problem of correctly identifying the nations
involved in that prophecy. These nations had a date with prophetic destiny in the late 6 th
century BCE, when they were foretold to someday demolish international security. As the
time of this prophetic fulfillment draws near we need to be able to identify these nations
with some certainty. The Prophecy That Is Shaping History is arranged in the following
sections.
Introduction. The Impact of Ezekiel’s Prophecy on Contemporary Events outlines the
significance and impact of the Gog and Magog invasion of Israel mentioned in Ezekiel’s
prophecy. This prophecy underlies the two best-selling books in the English- and Arabspeaking worlds today, and is shaping geo-politics in profound ways generally overlooked
both by historians and by the news media. This chapter also outlines the flow of biblical and
historical scholarship regarding the identity of the nations within the Gog prophecy.
Chapter 1. The Interpretations of Ezekiel 38-39 examines two key interpretive issues
that have bedeviled expositors since the first interpretation of the Gog prophecy. First, the
chapter examines a problem in translation of the name of a key player in world events: Do
these verses refer only to a prince who is a “rosh” or “chief”? Or is a prince of a nation
named Rosh to be understood in 38:2-3 and 39:1? Second, Chapter 1 evaluates the major
interpretive options of the Gog prophecy and demonstrates that a fairly literal interpretation
best fits the evidence, viz., that in the future a coalition of identifiable nations from all points
of the compass—though principally from the “farthest parts of the north”—will invade a
Land of Israel to which the people of Israel have been recently regathered.
Chapter 2. Ezekiel’s Northern Nations: Ancient Near Eastern Texts records the results
of a thorough search of topographical texts from six empires of the Ancient Near East. This
chapter and the next break new ground in locating plausible candidates for the invading
nations of Ezekiel’s vision. The data show that, apart from Magog, all nations on Ezekiel’s
list have clear referents in the area—particularly Rosh.
Chapter 3. Ezekiel’s Northern Nations and Russia traces the migrations and destinies
of these nations from Ezekiel’s time to the present. The conclusions may be considered
controversial by some, but the evidence represents a significant advance in the scholarship
on this topic. One important finding is that Ezekiel’s Rosh clearly lent its name to the
modern state of Russia.
Chapter 4. What Is, and What Is to Come, based on the foregoing material, highlights
a number of key themes in the eerily contemporary Gog prophecy of Ezekiel. This chapter
also offers a checklist that allows the reader to see more clearly the application of the key
elements of the Gog prophecy.
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Introduction
The Impact of Ezekiel’s Prophecy
on Contemporary Events
As the world moved into the new millennium, it did so accompanied by
a strong resurgence of Christian apocalyptic fervor. In the English-speaking
world, particularly in America, scores of books, movies, videos, and television programs portrayed a fairly consistent view of the coming End Times.1
This view involved the prophetically significant reestablishment of the Land
of Israel and its subsequent invasion, both described in the Book of Ezekiel,
chapters 38 and 39. The invaders are pictured as coming from the four corners of the known world,2 but principally from “the uttermost parts of the
north.” This prophecy is understood by apocalypticists to apply to the immediate future, and to involve a coalition of Muslim nations along with Russia in an attack on the modern State of Israel.3
During the period of millennial transition (roughly 1999-2001), a number of apocalyptic religious groups gathered in Israel, but were expelled by
the Israeli government because of the danger they were thought to pose in
provoking conflict with the Arabs.4 It was mistakenly believed that some of
these groups hoped somehow to aid in precipitating the Second Coming of
Christ by creating conditions for the “Battle of Armageddon,” prophesied in
the Book of Ezekiel. Even the FBI—confusing peaceful fundamentalists
with terrorists—warned that such groups posed a “serious threat,” not only
to the United States but also, more urgently, to Israel.5
In 1999, a Newsweek cover story detailed American preoccupation with
End Time events.6 For example, it claimed that 40% of all Americans, including 71% of evangelical Protestants, believe that the world will end as the
Bible predicts. This belief shows no sign of abating. Three years later, a
TIME magazine poll showed that 59% of Americans “believe that the prophecies in the Book of Revelation will come true” and that, since the terrorist
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attacks of 11 September 2001, 35% are “paying closer attention to news
events and how they relate to the coming end of the world.”7
Amazingly, this Christian apocalyptic fervor has been mirrored in the
Arab world. Since the mid-1980s, there has been an explosion of Muslim
books that read like koranic versions of The Late Great Planet Earth—the
wildly successful 1970’s book and film that described “future history,” including the building of the Third Temple in Jerusalem, the betrayal of the
Jews by the Antichrist, the cataclysmic Battle of Armageddon, and the return
of Jesus. The Arabic versions, of course, offer a decidedly Islamic spin.
For instance, in the best-selling book of this kind, the author, Sa’id Ayyub, describes the Al-Masih al-Dajjal (the Antichrist), who manipulates the
world through Jewish plots. He claims that Catholicism is one such plot because, he says, all the popes were Jews!
In time, Ayyub predicts, this evil man will destroy the Al-Aqsa Mosque,
now claimed as Islam’s third-most-holy site. Then he will replace the
mosque with a Jewish temple, from which he will rule his evil followers:
Christians, Jews and the West generally. At this, the prophet Issa (Jesus)
will mobilize all true Muslims into an overwhelming Jihad which will
slaughter this Anti-Christ and his supporters at the Battle of Armageddon.8

I. Historical Roots
In contrast to relatively recent Arab works, American apocalypticism is
much older and has deeper roots. Over time, it has had a significant impact
on theological thought, and, remarkably, on American foreign policy at its
highest levels. This development can be described in three phases:
Phase 1. Christian apologists often appealed to a “proof from prophecy”
to commend their faith to the unbeliever.9 This approach—contained in
Christianity’s founding documents, as well as in the earliest Church apologists’ works—had a certain cachet during the Enlightenment, and was popularized in the work of William Paley, whose A View of the Evidences of
Christianity (1794) was the primary apologetics textbook in English for over
a century.10
Earlier, Sir Isaac Newton insisted that rejection of the prophecies of
Daniel and Revelation concerning the End Times (which he believed to be
the times in which he lived) was essentially rejection of the Christian religion itself.11 This fascination with the evidential nature of Bible prophecy
became a staple in popular Christianity, in England and in North America.
These views were expressed principally in the writings of the apocalypticists
J. N. Darby and Clarence Larkin, who mapped out the entire span of divine
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salvation history in elaborate charts.12 The works of these men shaped much
of the later theological agenda for North American fundamentalists.
Phase 2. In American religious life, 1868 ushered in a new phenomenon:
The first of the annual “Bible-prophecy conferences” convened in Niagara,
New York.13 These conferences both reflected and stimulated a greater
movement of theological thought that emphasized the literal interpretation of
Bible prophecy, and gave it a contemporaneous application. The Bible
prophecy conferences spread premillennial views, especially those which fit
into the dispensational framework of J. N. Darby—views expressed later in
the extremely popular Scofield Reference Bible, which sold over two-million
copies in its first printing in 1909. This reference Bible popularized dispensationalism, premillennialism, and pretribulationalism; it also popularized
the recognition of the northern nations mentioned in Ezekiel 38 and 39 as
Russia.14
Subsequent events served to accelerate the influence of these views. For
example, the Bolshevik revolution in Russia which led to an anti-Semitic
regime of atheistic Communism, the Nazi murder of six million Jews, the
declaration of the new State of Israel, the Soviet acquisition of nuclear
weapons, and the success of Communism’s world-wide advance as one nation after another fell into its orbit all led to the development of an apocalyptic mind-set in mid-Twentieth-Century America. Even the prestigious and
oft-quoted Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists set the doomsday clock on the
journal’s cover to only minutes before an apocalyptic midnight.15
As they surveyed current events, Christian fundamentalists found compelling evidence for the identification of Ezekiel’s Rosh with Russia, as well
as reason to expect a literal fulfillment of Ezekiel’s prophecy concerning the
eschatological Russian invasion of Israel.
Another highly significant event for fundamentalists was the Six-Day
War. In June of 1967, the armies of Egypt, Syria, Saudi Arabia, Iraq, and
Jordan had surrounded Israel and were poised to attack. Then Israel learned
that Egyptian President Abdul Nasser—who had already massed his troops
on Israel’s southern border—had demanded, and obtained, the withdrawal of
the UN “peace-keeping” troops blocking his army’s way to Israel.
Since Israel is smaller than San Bernardino county in California, it had
to act quickly if it wanted to survive. So, upon confirming the UN’s withdrawal, the Israeli air force disabled Egypt’s air force as it sat on the ground.
Then Israel single-handedly repelled the five invading Arab armies that had
entered Israel all along its borders. All in six days.
In the process, Israel recaptured the formerly Jewish regions of Judea,
Samaria, and Bashan (the Golan Heights). Most importantly, they regained
their ancient capital, the Old City of Jerusalem. During the 1948 War for
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Independence, many civilian Jews caught by Arabs in the Old City were
murdered, 58 synagogues destroyed, and for the next 19 years (1948-1967),
this area—which included the Temple Mount and the Western Wall—was
inaccessible to Israelis.
Many Christians saw the return of Jerusalem to the Jews as a fulfillment
of Luke 21:24b, “Jerusalem will be trodden down of the Gentiles, until the
times of the Gentiles be fulfilled”––and as a clear sign of the End Times.
It was in response to these events that Hal Lindsey produced The Late,
Great Planet Earth—which further popularized dispensational eschatology,
both as a book and as a feature film shown in theatres in the United States
and around the world. By 1988, the book had sold over 34-million copies—
the largest number to that date in English, surpassed only by the Bible. This,
and Lindsey’s subsequent books, as well as a flurry of similar works by
other authors, reflected and promoted the enormously widespread influence
of fundamentalist apocalyptic theology among Americans, and greatly increased the popular association of Ezekiel’s Rosh with Russia.
This trend accelerated during the millennial transition period, precipitating a sizeable outpouring of prophetic, apocalyptic, dispensational writings—virtually all of which affirmed that the prophecy of Ezekiel 38-39 involved an invasion of modern Russia into Israel.16 The influence of this eschatological view, however, was not limited to the culture of American poptheology. Rather, the contemporization of Ezekiel’s prophecy about Rosh
influenced the highest levels of geo-politics.
Phase 3. In 1976, the persistently influential identification of Ezekiel’s
Rosh with Russia gained added significance with the election of “born-again
Christian,” Jimmy Carter, as president of the United States. This event coincided with the New Christian Right’s growing influence on American public
policy toward nations believed to be End Time “players” in scriptural
prophecies.17 The belief in Russia’s central role in prophecy assumed an
even more explicit character during the presidency of Ronald Reagan. This
was evidenced not only by his statements, but also, more significantly, by
his international diplomacy and his military decisions.18
Even before his presidential terms, California’s Governor Ronald
Reagan showed a strong interest in the prophecies of Ezekiel 38 and 39.
It was the “fierce Old Testament prophet Ezekiel,” Reagan said, who had
best “foreseen the carnage that would destroy our age.” At that point Reagan
spoke with “firelit intensity” about Libya having gone Communist and insisted,
“that’s a sign that the day of Armageddon isn’t far off.” 19

At the 1982 National Religious Broadcasters convention, Reagan said
Armageddon would usher in the Second Coming of Christ.20 Halsell specu-
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lates that this perspective may be what led Reagan to spend about two trillion dollars for military defense. The President was clear as to whom he saw
as the key player in this great End Time threat to the free world.
Biblical scholars had been saying for generations that [the prophet Ezekiel’s] Gog must be Russia, for no other powerful nation lay to the north of I srael. But that didn’t seem to make sense before the Russian revolution, when
Russia was a Christian country of farmers. However, now that Russia had b ecome Communist—warlike, atheistic, and set against God and God’s people—it
fit the description of Gog perfectly.21

The same year, in response to this Russian challenge, Reagan proposed
the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI). Its purpose was to deflect incoming
missiles away from the United States, and destroy them harmlessly in space.
The press dubbed this system, “Star Wars”,22 giving it a falsely aggressive
and fanciful image. The next year, on 11 October 1983, Reagan spoke to the
National Association of Evangelicals, where he used Scofield’s term, the
“Evil Empire,” to describe the Soviet Union—a term that reached far beyond
Cold War rhetoric, reflecting his conviction that the Russian confederation
was to play the major role in Ezekiel’s apocalyptic war—a final world holocaust that could come to pass shortly.23
One year later, the influence of Christian fundamentalist apocalyptic
thinking in shaping both American foreign policy and military decisions
reached a peak when President Reagan arranged for the Reverend Jerry Falwell to brief the National Security Council, and for Christian author Hal
Lindsey to address Pentagon strategists on the prophetic likelihood of a nuclear war with Russia.24
President Reagan’s view of Ezekiel’s prophecy was not limited, however, to shaping America’s relations with Russia; it also influenced his relationship with other nations. He believed, for example, that the Arab nations
of the Middle East would participate in the End Time invasion of Israel. On
this basis he also correctly predicted the fall of Ethiopia25 into the orbit of
Communism.
Moreover, the same prophecy may have shaped the President’s relations
with Libya—a nation he saw (in Ezekiel 38:5, under the name “Put”) allied
with Ezekiel’s Rosh against Israel. In April, 1986, American and British
aircraft attacked Benghazi and Tripoli (almost killing Libyan President Ghadafi) in retaliation for the deaths of several American military personnel
killed in the bombing of a discotheque in Germany by Libyan terrorists.26
Following the Reagan era, the 1988 presidential candidacy of the wellknown evangelist and philanthropist, Pat Robertson, further typified the impact of Ezekiel’s prophecy on American foreign policy. In contrast to aca-
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demic “conventional wisdom,” Robertson clearly warned of the danger of
the Soviet27 (and, more recently, the Russian) threat, and spoke strongly of
his unwavering support for Israel.28 Robertson remains convinced that Ezekiel 38-39 will be fulfilled by the invasion of Israel by Russia.29
Through the following decade-and-a-half—from the presidency of
George Bush, Sr., through that of Bill Clinton,30 to that of George W.
Bush—American support for Israel remained strong.31 However, even before evangelical Christian George W. Bush entered the White House,
American foreign policy continued to be shaped by a Congress with many
strong conservatives whose identifications with evangelicals (and dispensationalists) are well known. For example, the now-retired Senator Jesse
Helms (R-NC) chaired the Senate Foreign Affairs Committee; Trent Lott (RMS) became Senate Majority Leader; and Dick Armey (R-TX) and Tom
DeLay (R-TX) both took leading positions in the House of Representatives.32 Thus, congressional support for Israel against her enemies remained
strong—though almost alone in world opinion, and despite the apparent
economic and geo-political disadvantages this may have created for the U.S.
American support for Israel did not derive from current economic and
political “realities,” or even, principally from the decreasing influence of the
vaunted “American Jewish lobby,” but rather from strong conservative
Christian tradition,33 based on the Bible and history, and colored by an
apocalyptic understanding of current events based in large part on the prophecies of Ezekiel.
Hence, neither the supposed fall of Communism in the late 1980s and
90s, nor the tenuous alliance between key Arab states and the West in the
wake of the Gulf War, nor the loss of Soviet military support to its client
states in the Middle East, nor the imagined prospects for peace between the
“Palestinians” and the Israelis had, at the approach of the new millennium,
seriously modified North American apocalyptic expectations of an invasion
of Israel from the North.34

II. Review of Scholarship
on the Identification of Ezekiel’s Rosh
Two major areas of study will have an impact on the present investigation: biblical theology, and Russian historiography. We must consider how
biblical theology has long wrestled, with both the key issue of the identity of
Ezekiel’s Rosh, and with the correct interpretation of his prophecy.
The reason for delving into Russian historiography is that it began with
a medieval document, The Russian Primary Chronicle,35 which traces the
origin of Russia to the lineage of Noah’s son, Japheth (Genesis 10). Subse-
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quently, it appears that even the people and land, “Russia,” or “Rossia” were
actually named from Ezekiel’s Gog prophecy! We now offer a quick overview of each in turn.

A. Biblical Theology
Despite the popular American acceptance of Russia’s End Time destiny
as they believed Ezekiel foretold it, most modern biblical scholarship generally views this scenario as an absurdity.36 Even evangelical commentators
often reject the idea without offering reasons or alternate explanations. They
echo the prominent Old Testament scholar John Bright, who wrote, “We
have an early example [of misapplied prophecies] in Ezekiel 38-39, a prophecy which some (quite wrongly!) believe will be fulfilled by present-day
Soviet Russia.”37 One evangelical specialist in the history of Late Antiquity
also wrote:
Even if one were to transliterate the Hebrew ro’sh as a proper name . . .
rather than translate it as “chief,” it can have nothing to do with modern “Russia.” This would be a gross anachronism, for the modern name is based upon
the name Rus’, which was brought into the region of Kiev, north of the Black
Sea, by the Vikings only in the Middle Ages. 38

Historically, the trend in scholarship has generally moved from optimism to pessimism about the likelihood of ever identifying Ezekiel’s Rosh,
to say nothing of finding any nation contemporary with Ezekiel that answers
to that name. In the latter 1800s, an unsigned article in McClintock and
Strong’s Cyclopedia39 enthusiastically supported the identification of Ezekiel’s Rosh with Russia, citing the work of a number of historians and ethnographers.40 At about the same time, Friedrich Delitzsch, while in favor of
identifying Russia as Ezekiel’s Ros, shifted the focus of his identification to
a people more contemporaneous with Ezekiel, the Raši, who were then located on the northwest border of Elam.41
Even this latter identification eventually fell into disfavor, particularly
among less conservative scholars,42 on the argument that the location of the
Raši on the northwest border of Elam, some 600 kilometers from the tribes
of Meshech and Tubal, was simply too distant to reflect the association described by Ezekiel.43
Many recent commentaries, lexica, and Bible dictionaries think attempts
to identify Rosh are a dead end44—though they sometimes, simultaneously
and without offering evidence, list the alternate possibility that Rosh is the
name of a people.45 This skepticism had an impact, not only on biblical
commentaries, but also on translations of the biblical text itself, which
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tended to interpret the word, “rosh” as an adjective, “chief,” rather than as a
proper name, “Rosh,” which the grammar clearly seems to require.46
However, recent developments in the historiography of the Ancient
Near East—of the early Greeks and Byzantines—as well as Russian historiography, now make it possible to reopen the question of the identity of Ezekiel’s enigmatic Rosh.

B. Russian Historiography
For over 250 years, the question of identifying the origin of the name of
“Russia,”47 or the ethnicity of the tribal name, “Rus’,” has been fiercely debated at the highest level of academic scholarship, principally between
Western scholars and Russian or Ukrainian nationalists.48
Until recently, Western scholars generally supported the so-called
“Normanist Theory,” which asserts that the name and the identity of “Rus’”
was derived from Scandinavians (“Normans”—Northmen) who invaded the
area around Kiev in the 9th century CE, and came to dominate the local culture, comprised mainly of Slavs.49
In contrast, the Anti-Normanists, or the Nationalists, insist that the name
“Rus’” was extant either among the Slavs or among other indigenous peoples who lived in the vicinity of Kiev long before the Norsemen arrived.50
In any case, Magocsi, even as late as 1994, concludes his summary of the
Normanist/anti-Normanist controversy: “Despite the seemingly persuasive
arguments of each side, there still is no definitive answer to the question of
the origin of Rus’, and the debate goes on.”51
Few on either side of this debate claim any identification of the early
Rus’ with the Rosh of Ezekiel 38 and 39 52—a connection that is now usually mentioned only in passing within serious scholarship.53 For example,
Jacques Bačić, in a major new work on Russian pre-history, suggested that
Ezekiel’s Rosh referred to the Rusas dynasty of Urartian kings who were the
prophet’s early contemporaries,54 but he does not offer any connection beyond that.
Recently, however, important work by Håkon Stang defends an alternative thesis, which allows for the Scandinavian origin of the Rus’ but claims,
in conscious application of the prophecy in Ezekiel 38-39, that the 9thcentury Byzantines introduced the Septuagint version of Ezekiel’s “”
(Rōs) to the civilized world as the name of the peoples who would evolve
into the modern nation of Russia.55
Thus, the present state of the question is one of disarray. The absence of
clear primary written sources, as well as the presence of nationalist tensions,
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have rendered it rare to find scholars in this field who can agree on even a
single hypothesis regarding the precise origin of the Rus’.
On the bright side, this lack of consensus on the identity of Ezekiel’s
Rosh affords an opportunity for further contributions. Indeed, we shall show
that the discussion may be further advanced—though its direction may be
reversed—by the presentation here of material from the Ancient Near East
that has previously not been taken into account, as well as by the reexamination of later historical data. Thus it can be stated with some confidence that the Rosh of Ezekiel 38:2,3 and 39:1 may find its original identity
among a number of candidates in recently published Ancient Near Eastern
literature, and that, via its identification with the “Rus’” by the 9th-century
Byzantines, Ezekiel’s Rosh ultimately lent its name to modern Russia.
Moreover, the other northern nations of Ezekiel—Gog, Meshech, Tubal,
Gomer, and Togarmah—also may indirectly but ultimately refer to the territory of modern Russia, or to areas until recently under her control.
In order to understand Ezekiel’s prophecy better, we must first work
through some prior issues of interpretation—our task in the next chapter.

Introduction Notes
1
This millennial fervor clearly appeared in the catalogs of well-known Christian
book distributors; many of their items—books, audio-cassettes, video-tapes, T-shirts—
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From John Hagee: Beginning of the End (Nashville, TN: Thomas Nelson, 1996)
(book and audiocassette); Final Dawn Over Jerusalem (Nashville, TN: Thomas Nelson,
1998) (book and audiocassette); From Daniel to Doomsday (Nashville, TN: Thomas
Nelson, 1999). From Jack Van Impe: 2001: On the Edge of Eternity (Dallas: Word Pub.,
1996); Last Days Video (Troy, MI: Jack Van Impe Ministries International, 1997); The
Great Escape (Nashville, TN: Word, 1998). From Hal Lindsey: Blood Moon (Palos
Verdes, CA: Western Front Pub., 1996); Planet Earth: The Final Chapter (Palos Verdes,
CA, 1998); Facing Millennial Midnight (Palos Verdes, CA, 1999); There’s a New World
Coming: An In-Depth Analysis of the Book of Revelation (New York: Bantam Books,
1975). John F. Walvoord, Armageddon: Oil and the Middle East Crisis (Richardson, TX:
Lapsley/Brooks Foundations, 1995) (book and audiocassette).
A prominent example was Tim LaHaye and Jerry B. Jenkins’ apocalyptic Left Behind series that appeared as books, videos, and T-shirts. Other videos included “Revelation,” “The Omega Code,” “Vanished,” “Visitation,” and “Tribulation Force.” Newsweek,
10 November 1999, offered a cover story, “Millennium Madness: Nearing 2000, Jerusalem is swept by unearthly hopes—and hellish visions of doomsday cults trying to kickstart the Apocalypse.”
2
Apparently represented by the nations of “Paras, Cush and Put” (Ezekiel 38:5). J.
Simons, Geographical and Topographical Texts of the Old Testament (Leiden: E. J. Brill,
1959), ad loc.
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in a chapter titled, “11:54 P.M. Russia Invades Israel,” writes, “Make no mistake—at
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Hagee adds, “I believe ‘Rosh’ of Ezekiel 38 is a combination of Russian states.”
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37
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1953), 164.
38
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41
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The Prophecy that Is Shaping History

17
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Chapter 1
The Interpretations of Ezekiel 38 and 39
This chapter is devoted to the question of the hermeneutics (the science
of interpreting literature)1 of Ezekiel 38 and 39—the so-called “Gog
passage”—because there are two hermeneutical issues that must be sorted
out before the passage can have its fullest contemporary relevance.
First, translation: Did Ezekiel intend the term, Rosh, in his listing of
“Rosh, Meshech, and Tubal,” (38:2, 3 and 39:1) to be a noun serving as an
adjective (“chief”), or a name of a country or people (“Rosh”)? Second,
interpretation: Is this prophecy to be understood as a visionary parable about
the conflict of good and evil, or as a prediction of literal events to be
fulfilled in some point in human history or in the future?

I. Rosh: An Adjective or a Proper Noun?
A significant claim of this book rests upon whether or not  (Rosh) is
an adjective or a proper name.2 In other words, should the text of Ezekiel
38:2, 3 and 39:1 ( – neśī’ rosh meshech vetubal) read:
“the chief prince of Meshech and Tubal . . .” (where “rosh” = a noun serving
as an adjective, “chief “)?3 Or should it read: “. . . the prince [of] Rosh,
Meshech and Tubal . . . .” (as a proper name)?
Two arguments seek to deny that (Rosh) is a proper (place) name: a
grammatical argument and a philological argument. Let us examine these
arguments.

A. The Grammatical Argument
The grammatical argument against Rosh as the name of a place or
people loses its force when it suggests that one may, in fact, ignore the usual
“absolute state” of Rosh and translate it as a noun functioning as an
adjective, “chief,” rather than transliterate it as a name, Rosh. The issue here
may appear complicated–especially to those unfamiliar with Hebrew
grammar–but is worth pursuing.
21
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In Hebrew, nouns change to “construct form” to indicate a qualifying
relationship with what follows. For example, the word “house” is pronounced “bayit,” but “house of,” as in “house of Israel,” is “bēt.” Similarly,
the plural word, “days” is “yāmīm,” but “days of,” as in “days of King
Josiah,” is “yemē.”
In our Ezekiel passage, the noun “prince” (neśī’) appears in construct
form–a simple and understandable reading of which is “prince of.” Without
the unfamiliar Rosh as the next word, the translation would be obvious:
“prince of Meshech and Tubal.” But here the debate revolves around
whether or not the word that follows the construct form of neśī’ is able, in
good grammar, to break up the “construct chain.” That is, can Rosh suddenly
become an adjective modifying “prince of,” to form “prince chief (rosh) of
Meshech and Tubal”? Or can it not break the construct chain, leading to the
translation: “prince of Rosh, Meshech, and Tubal”? In this latter case, the
construct neśī’ is supported by the series of proper nouns, Rosh, Meshech
and Tubal, in accordance with normative Biblical Hebrew grammars.
James Price, a Hebrew scholar,4 discusses a variety of possible objections to this latter (“Rosh-as-a-name”) reading in fifteen closely written pages
in the article cited below.5 But the overall case Price makes is that the “chief
prince” translation fails grammatically. The correct translation following the
Hebrew grammar is necessarily “. . . prince of Rosh, Meshech and Tubal.”
The translation “chief prince” (rather than “prince of Rosh”) violates the
syntax of a construct chain, both in Hebrew and Arabic. The argument
against Rosh as an adjective-equivalent meaning “chief” (“prince chief”=
“chief prince”) is that such would put a compound substantive phrase in the
pre-genitive position of a construct chain, and the rule of a construct chain,
in both Hebrew and Arabic, states that there must be one pre-genitive (and
anarthrous, i.e., without an article, “the” or “a/an”) substantive in the
construct state, which must be followed by one or more genitive (arthrous or
anarthrous) substantives to complete the construct phrase.
What this means is that the one pre-genitive substantive would be the
e
 + (n śī’ “prince of”), followed by one or more genitive substantives, in
this case, ) (“Rosh, Meshech and Tubal”). Under this rule,
Rosh would necessarily be a name–a substantive modifying neśī’ (“prince”).
The translation, “chief prince,” then, violates the normative syntax of a
construct state.
Price develops his paper by first showing that Hebrew uses four other
patterns when applying nouns serving as adjectives to the construct state—
any of which Ezekiel could have used for clarity had he wanted to say,
“chief prince” instead of “prince of Rosh, Meshech and Tubal.”6 Price then
goes on through three major Hebrew grammars to meet all the exceptional
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constructions which might conceivably serve as a precedent for the
translation, “chief prince of Meshech and Tubal.” Each of these constructions, which cannot be reproduced here, are examined in detail and in each
case found to be irrelevant or, at best, ambiguous as an application to the
syntax of our passage. Price further argues that errors of translation by
Jerome in the Vulgate shaped subsequent translations of this passage in
Hebrew, until some modern translations (ASV, NASB, NEB, NKJV, Harkavy)
and standard lexica7 corrected the error.
The main argument against Rosh as a proper name was stated by J.
Simons who claimed that the absence of a conjunction between Rosh and
“Meshech” precludes Rosh from being a noun is based on the grammatical
rule of the Hebrew usage of polysyndeton—the usage of a number of
conjunctions in close succession (“x AND y AND z”). Thus, the reading 
(meshech) lacking an “and” (Hebrew: “u,” ), rather than  (u-meshech)
with the “and” () in both texts, he says, argues against a three-element list
of peoples or countries which would include Rosh as a country name.8
Simons’ objection is far from conclusive, however, since Gesenius notes
exceptions to the polysyndeton rule.9
Far more serious for Simons’ objection is the fact that one exception
occurs in the immediate context, where Ezekiel himself ignores this “rule.”
Just two verses after the passage being debated, Ezekiel lists three nations,
and the list follows the same pattern as “Rosh [no AND] Meshech AND
Tubal,” above: “Paras, [no AND] Cush, AND Put” (, 38:5).
Moreover, in a similar list (27:13), Ezekiel again ignores Simons’
polysyndeton rule: “Greece [no AND], Tubal AND Meshech ().”
When related nations appear in a list in Isaiah 66:19, the same pattern
occurs: “Tarshish [no AND], Pul AND Lud” ().
Clearly, then, it is no real argument to say that Ezekiel’s Rosh must be
translated as “chief” because it lacks an “AND” (vav, ) that connects it, in a
series, with the nations Meshech and Tubal. In fact, the context demands,
against Simons, that the opposite be the case: that Rosh must be counted as a
nation in Ezekiel 38:2, 3 and 39:1. It is the interpretation of Rosh as an
adjective equivalent, “chief,” that leads to a serious deviation from
normative Biblical Hebrew grammar.
We must also note that the pointing and accentuation of the Hebrew text
here is a very late phenomenon, reflecting the interpretation of these editors,
rather than proof for the original meaning of the text. Pointing and accentuation of this passage, therefore, which produces ambiguous results as to the
determination of our question, is not determinative.
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A second–philological–argument against considering Rosh as a nation
can be shown to be equally specious.

B. The Philological Argument
The philological argument states that the primary meaning of 
(rosh) is “head” as a noun, and “chief” as a noun serving as an adjective, and
further, that the word is unknown as a place name in the Bible.10
While the philological argument for Rosh as a noun-adjective or
common noun applies to most of its appearances in the Old Testament, the
word rarely appears after a “noun + of” (i.e., construct) form.11 The easiest
way to disprove a philological argument from silence is simply to break the
“silence,” and provide credible cases of Rosh appearing as a name, and in
fact a name to which our Ezekiel passage would likely refer. This will be
shown in detail in Chapter 2.
In fact, there are several philological reasons for understanding Rosh as
the proper name of a nation. First, it appears in various contexts in the
Septuagint (LXX). Here the proper name, Rosh ( in the LXX) appears
not in one, but in two different contexts. One might argue that  might
reflect the Septuagint’s mistranslation of the Ezekiel passages, but when the
name appears in a list of other national names in Jeremiah 25:23-26, one
cannot assume the translators of the LXX simply misunderstood the grammar of Ezekiel, as claimed above, and “mistranslated” Rosh as a proper
national name. It is clear that the LXX knew of a nation called .
Moreover, the Hebrew Scriptures (Genesis 46:21) use Rosh as a proper
name—a son of Benjamin. Of course, the existence of a name of an
individual is hardly grounds for establishing the existence of a country by
the same name, but the Table of Nations in Genesis 10 lays out a complete
geography of the world on the basis of individuals who gave their name to
their descendants, i.e., “eponymous ancestors.” Interestingly, several of
these nations listed in Genesis 10—e.g., Gomer, Magog, Meshech, Tubal,
and Togarmah—are also listed in Ezekiel’s prophecy.
Most emphatically, we are not suggesting that Ezekiel’s Rosh is a
country named after the son of Benjamin, but one must note that the distinction between individual names and tribal and national names was much
narrower in the biblical culture than in our own. Hence, we could expect to
see the names of both persons and nations appearing together—as indeed,
we do today, for example, in such family names as Israel, Ireland, Scott,
Dane, Saxon, England, France, Frank, German, and Switzer, as well as in a
host of names identical with those of various geographical regions.
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Even today in the Middle East we see the official names of nations
derived from the names of individuals, e.g., “The Hashemite Kingdom of
Jordan,” and “Saudi Arabia.” The point is that the Hebrew scripture does
allow us, in at least one other case, to see the word Rosh as a proper name.
Second, the failure to identify possible referents to Ezekiel’s Rosh
among place names in the Ancient Near East may in some small part result
from a failure to appreciate a phenomenon known as “phonetic shift” that
occurs in the Semitic languages. According to this fact, the Hebrew roš (š =
sh) is pronounced as ra’su in Arabic, rêš in Aramaic, riš (pronounced ra’šu)
in Ugaritic, and rēšu in Akkadian.12
Third, as will be discussed in Chapter 2, there are, in fact, many candidates for Ezekiel’s Rosh among most of the major Ancient Near Eastern
empires of the 1st and 2nd millennia BCE, as offered by advanced
topographical research during the 1980s and 1990s.13 However, the location
of any of the nations Ezekiel mentions will not be of much use until a larger
interpretive framework is spelled out. It is to that problem we now turn.

II. The “Fulfillment” of the Gog Prophecy:
Symbolic, Literal, or Irrelevant?
The second interpretive issue in this chapter is the nature of the intended
“fulfillment” of Ezekiel’s prophecy about these nations. Prophetically, it has
been one of the most difficult texts of Hebrew Scripture to interpret.14 This
difficulty may have led some commentators to avoid significant exegesis of
the issue, and sometimes to avoid any reference to the problem at all.15 It is
surprising that even many significant texts on biblical hermeneutics fail to
offer any suggestion towards interpreting this most difficult passage.16
As a preliminary matter, therefore, we should examine the genre of our
text in order to clarify the background of the various interpretive hypotheses.
Ezekiel 38 and 39 are basically a prophetic oracle about foreign nations.
More particularly, they describe the uprising of foreign powers against
God’s people after their restoration to the Land of their Fathers (Abraham,
Isaac, and Jacob). In the Hebrew Scripture’s prophetic books there are
abundant oracles mentioning or condemning foreign nations.17
Among these prophetic oracles against nations, there are “war oracles,”
a genre that goes back to Israel’s ancient tradition of holy war.18 The
importance of these speeches must be sought not only in what they “said” to
the enemy, but also in the function they performed within the context of
Israel’s society19 as part of the preparation for and execution of warfare.
They took the form of a judgment that denounced the enemy.20
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The Gog passage is often singled out as unique, however, in that it
portrays an invasion after Israel’s restoration to the Land. The assumption,
of course, is that this restoration occurs immediately after the Babylonian
exile, 6th century BCE, and not from “many nations” at a much later time.
With respect to this assumption, however, the interpretation of the Gog
passage is problematic for at least four reasons:
1) It addresses nations on the farthest periphery of Israel’s geographic
consciousness, which contributes to the difficulty of identifying some of
them, e.g., Gog, Magog, and Rosh.
2) As far as we know, these nations had not traditionally been enemies
of Israel.
3) The language of the prophecy seems extreme or hyperbolic. For
example, the enormous number of soldiers involved; the descriptions of
massive destruction; the huge hailstones and fire; the amount of blood shed.
4) The passage is cast as an event in the distant future (“after many
days” or “in years to come”).
These points complicate the task of identifying these nations. One must
determine their identity at the time of the writing, with the added difficulty
of establishing their identity at the time of the fulfillment of the prophecy.
Further, since the passage explicitly derives its full significance only in
the distant future, a complication arises as to the motivation for writing the
passage. Was it intended merely as a personal diary of Ezekiel’s relationship
with God, or was it intended to be read by his contemporaries? And if it was
intended to be read by others at the time, in what sense would this information be useful or instructive to them in their historical and spiritual context?
Interpreters have responded to these problems with a variety of hermeneutical approaches—each with its own theological and philosophical starting
points. These various approaches in interpreting this passage may be classified as follows: A: The Critical Hermeneutic; B: The Mythical/Symbolic
Hermeneutic; C. The Contemporary/Literal Hermeneutic; and, D. The
Futurist/Literal Hermeneutic.
Some or all of these approaches may share certain features, but they are
distinguished here on the basis of how they view the fulfillment of the
prophecy.

A. The Critical Hermeneutic
The critical hermeneutic tends to focus on form or redaction criticism,
which practically excludes serious discussion of the author’s intended
message even to his contemporaries. And while much space may be devoted
to matters of authorship, sources of prophecy, parallels to prophecy, and
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speculation as to emendations to the text, the ultimate message to the readers
may well be lost.
The critical hermeneutic is based largely on naturalistic assumptions that
deny the possibility of ultimate and literal fulfillment in history. Often the
assumption is that this oracle originates from a politically motivated religious enthusiast who sought to enhance the stature of Yahweh by apocalyptic
rhetoric.
The critical hermeneutic fails to address the possibility that God could
reveal his intentions to a prophet beyond a purely human “prophetic imagination,” much less that He could predict events far in the future. Some
proponents of this hermeneutic assume that the frustration that accompanied
the return of the exiles left them with a promise unfulfilled, because God’s
glory had not been manifested to the nations, and because He had not given
them dominion over the nations. In an effort to do justice to these unfulfilled
promises, the critical approach suggests that the Gog passage was inserted
by someone much later than Ezekiel,21 to offer hope by means of a prophecy
that was largely fantastic and out of touch with the geographic realities of
the day.22
Although the critical hermeneutic assigns, in most cases, at least a vague
historicity to the nations listed in Ezekiel 38 and 39, its proponents deny
Ezekiel’s authorship of this passage altogether, arguing that it was an
insertion introduced into the book long after Ezekiel’s time.
They do this by attempting to show that these passages interrupt the
flow of Ezekiel’s text and are comprised of a jumble of contradictory elements. One such element is the chronology of the passage. Cataclysmic war
follows the restoration of Israel, during a time of Messianic peace—a notion
that seems to contradict other witnesses in the Hebrew Scriptures.23 To many
critics, then, such confusion over the authorship, date, and purpose of the
Gog passage renders any interpretation or fulfillment “incomprehensible.”24
On the other hand, some have defended the received order.25 For
example, one could argue: 1) The introductory formula of the apocalypse is
Ezekelian in nature, and a stereotype of judgment oracles.26 2) The
prophecy four times employs the expression “mountains of Israel.” 3) It also
employs the expression, “hailstones” (38:22), which occurs only in the Book
of Ezekiel. 4) The expression “I will put hooks in your jaws,” (38:4), occurs
in Ezekiel 29:4 as well.
As is so often the case, a hypercritical approach requires one to abandon
the search for relevance in favor of diverse speculation as to sources and
authorship.27 Such criticism usually offers no consistently plausible reasons
for its speculation nor support for its view of the passage as sort of a
temporary anaesthetic to its contemporary readers, without any real antici-
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pation of future fulfillment of the passage in terms of observable world
events.

B. The Mythical/Symbolic Hermeneutic
Those who adopt the mythical/symbolic approach reject any literal
application of Ezekiel 30-39. They see the prophetic passage in terms of
myth or apocalyptic language that either expresses little or no connection to
historical events, or suggests that the prophecy could apply equally to any
struggle between good and evil. For example, Gog can be seen as the “leader
and representative of the [spiritual] powers hostile to God.”28
In some cases, it appears that the writers’ naturalistic assumptions lead
them to deny the possibility of a literal fulfillment of prophecy in a distant
future. Hence, to them, reference to actual nations in the prophecy simply
represent a rhetorical or apocalyptic device to illustrate some aspect of
Yahweh’s relation to Israel or its enemies, e.g., the conflict of Yahweh with
those who oppose Him.
Certainly, the traditional Christian doctrine of “replacement theology”
fits this interpretive pattern well.29 “Replacement theology” holds generally
that the Church has replaced Israel entirely in God’s plan, and, accordingly,
future prophecies about Israel are fulfilled in some sense in the Church. In
this case, at least implicitly, the prophecy can be seen figuratively in the
same sense that the New Testament views the conflict between the kingdom
of God and the kingdom of Satan: It is primarily fought out in the spiritual
realm—though necessarily with physical implications, as in exorcisms and
healings (cf. Eph 6:12).30
This spiritual dimension is especially clear in Revelation 20:7-9, which
is probably the only unambiguous reference to the prophecy of Ezekiel 3839 in the New Testament.31 It is clear that since Revelation 20 is dependent
on our passage, and since the Book of Revelation is highly symbolic, we
must take care to read the application of the prophecy judiciously.
However, we can respond to a purely “parabolic” interpretation of this
prophecy by noting that the theological interpretation of a historical event
need not negate its appearance in tangible history. Certainly the records of
Jesus’ miracles contain derivative, parabolic significance, but even that is
lost if, in fact, these events never occurred. Even Fairbairn, who interprets
the Gog passage “symbolically,” does not rule out a literal, historical fulfillment: We see here a “both/and” rather than an “either/or.”32
Rueben Ahroni, as a representative of the mythical/symbolic hermeneutic, makes the following arguments:
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1) The word “north” as the location from which the invasion comes
should not be understood as a specific geographical location, since—he
claims—no one from the north was a historical enemy of Israel.33
2) The list of nations that would help Gog in his war against Israel is
fictitious, derived merely from a compilation of names already familiar
elsewhere in the Bible34 and motivated by general feelings of hostility
toward the nations.35
3) The prophet has no physical invasion in mind, since Pre-Exilic and
Exilic oracles are void of any anticipation of post-restoration hostility
against Israel,36 and a far-distant fulfillment is out of the question. As for
literature identifying Rosh as a name of a future nation—say, Russia—
Ahroni suggests it makes for delightful reading, but cannot be taken
seriously.37 This metaphorical, ahistorical hermeneutic sees the cluster of
northern nations and Gog as merely a personification of Israel’s enemies.
The arguments above are not convincing for the following reasons:
1) Saying that a nation far to the north of Israel, and hostile to it, has
never existed in the past (though it has existed historically, as we shall see in
the next section) is no argument against such a nation arising in the future.
The prophecy itself insists that its own fulfillment is reflecting an entirely
different set of circumstances “in the latter years” (38:8,16), and in Ezekiel’s
day. This also seems to be true for the prophet Jeremiah who earlier had
seen that “all the families of the kingdoms of the north” (the language would
seem to include Ezekiel’s northern nations) will one day besiege Jerusalem
(1:14-15). Moreover, Ezekiel’s prophecy actually seems to have given the
reader the very name of this future invader from the far north, as we shall
see.
In any case, the Post-Exilic period was followed by a number of invasions, including those by the Greeks, the Syrians, the Romans, the Muslims,
the Crusaders, the Turks, the British, and the recent string of invasions by
Arab nations in recent years.38 Even today, the modern nation of Russia,
together with its client nations of the Muslim world, represent a significant
“enemy” of Israel—particularly in view of their long legacy of antiSemitism.39 In these pages, we will argue that even though these nations
may never have been enemies of Israel before the writing of the prophecy,
they quite credibly can be viewed as enemies today.
2) Ahroni’s statement that the alignment of nations with Gog in
Ezekiel’s prophecy was more or less random and irrelevant to any actual,
physical invasion, seems starkly contradicted by the unprecedented presentday alignment against Israel of the very nations mentioned by Ezekiel. It is
apparent that Ezekiel’s “fantastic” list of allies against Israel is now one of
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the strongest arguments in favor of a future literal fulfillment of that
prophecy.
Moreover, contrary to Ahroni’s view, the prophecy itself states that
these northern nations will be driven not by a history of previous hostilities,
but by a very contemporary greed (Ezekiel 38:12,13) and by a sovereign act
of God (“I will put hooks in your jaws”).
3) Ezekiel 27 substantiates the fact that these names were real nations
whose identity could be traced far into the future—that is, toward the
fulfillment of Ezekiel’s prophecy. This list, which portrays commercial
activity in the 6th century BCE, includes five of the names on the war list in
Ezekiel 38 (Paras, Put, Meshech, Tubal, and Beth Togarmah). In this context, these nations are quite real and identifiable. Furthermore, their
fascination with trade and materialism seems unchanged in the Gog passage
eleven chapters later.
The “mythical” understanding of these nations and the prophecy that
involves them fails to convey to us, then, the sense of a concrete, literal
event that seems justified by what is described in Ezekiel—especially in
chapters 38-39. This leads us to examine another popular interpretive option
for our passage.

C. The Contemporary/Literal Hermeneutic
This approach focuses only on the relevance of the Gog prophecy to
readers more or less contemporary with the prophet himself, believing that
the events and nations described applied primarily to the time, or near future,
in which the prophecies were given.
As in the mythical/symbolic hermeneutic, in this view there remains a
sense that the mechanism of “predictive prophecy” would involve a fairly
naturalistic “prophetic imagination” consisting of “educated guesses” or
extrapolations from existing geo-political alignments to the events in the
prophecy.
By contrast, scholars who adopt the contemporary/literal interpretive
approach tend to prefer the historical over the mythological solutions to the
puzzle of Gog’s identity. This position was held mainly by more conservative scholars writing around the end of the 19th century. For example,
scholars have pointed out that—because of the forms of address40 in the Gog
passage, because elsewhere Ezekiel was very much interested in concrete
historical events,41 and because he was tied to a specific geographical
area42—Gog is portrayed by Ezekiel as a real person.
Odell follows Wellhausen’s suggestion that Pre-Exilic and Exilic
prophecies (which would include Ezekiel’s) were largely concerned with
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historical events, while the Post-Exilic prophecies were preoccupied with the
theological reflections on their prophetic ideas.43
One of these more-or-less contemporary historical events that may have
shaped Ezekiel’s Gog prophecy was, they say, the vast military expedition of
the Skythians, who swept from the steppes of Asia, far to the north of Israel,
through the Caucasus Mountains, over eastern Anatolia and Mesopotamia,
and down into Egypt, circa 625 BCE.44 The Skythians were ruthless and
tenacious, and for almost three decades all attempts to drive them out met
with failure.45 Delitzsch was more specific; he said Gog may have been the
sons of Gagi, the warlike people and rulers of the land of Sahi, identified
with Skythia.46 Wellhausen follows Josephus,47 who also offered this
identification.
Albright, in an influential article, suggested that Ezekiel’s “Gog” represents a blending of “Gyges” (Gugu in Assyrian texts),48 a prominent king of
Lydia (near Meshech and Tubal), who reigned a century before Ezekiel, and
“Gašga” (Hittite, Gašgaš), a “wild, mountainous district” near the Caucasus
Mountains—from which this mountain range may have derived its name.49
Others have suggested that Ezekiel—somewhat subversively, since his
residence at the time was located close to the very heart of the Babylonian
Empire—made Gog a cipher for Babylon.50 Some went so far as to identify
the biblical Gog with Alexander the Great—a view that was influenced by
verse 39:6, “I will send a fire on Magog and on those who dwell securely in
the isles/coastlands,” the latter being associated with Greece and her Aegean
island possessions.51
While we may accept the premise of this “contemporary/literal” hermeneutic that Ezekiel was addressing the issues of contemporary readers,
even primarily so, nevertheless such a reading ought not to rule out the
possibility that the prophecy has an ultimate eschatological fulfillment,
some time in our future, that better satisfies the description of the conditions,
nations, and time frame.
However, the contemporary/literal hermeneutic does have its weaknesses:
1) Neither contemporary events, nor those for a long time afterwards,
fulfilled the specifics of Ezekiel’s prophecy, e.g., the alignment of nations
against a restored Israel, which had returned from the “four corners of the
earth” to a land that had been “a continual waste.”
2) This approach has failed to treat the phrases “in the latter years”
(38:8) and “in the last days” (38:16) from the standpoint of the present. In
other words, this hermeneutic does not test actual or potential fulfillment
against history up to the present time. Historically, such a sizeable invasion
involving the specific nations listed by Ezekiel not only has never occurred,
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but there has never—until recently—even been the potential for such an
invasion. These objections lead us to offer an alternative proposal.

D. The Futurist/Literal Hermeneutic
The futurist/literal approach simply proposes that the events of the Gog
passage will come to pass in a fairly literal sense at some point in the
future.52
The underlying premises of this approach are basically a belief in the
divine inspiration of the passage, as well as a belief that God inspired
prophets not only to address issues contemporaneous with themselves, but
also to include a portrayal of God’s work in the future.
This hermeneutic also presupposes a belief in Israel’s divine election,
and in her consequent divine protection. Further, the logic would hold that,
since the characteristic features of the Gog prophecy have not been fully
realized, and since the fulfillment of Ezekiel’s prophecy is placed eschatologically “in the latter years,” the ultimate fulfillment cannot have occurred
before this present time.
As the Introduction demonstrated, the parallels with contemporary
historical events have influenced many conservative Christians to adopt the
futurist/literal hermeneutic of this passage. Admittedly, there are differing
views within this position, but only as to the time of the invasion.53 This
study will prescind from examining all of these options as to the timing of
the invasion, and will concentrate instead on its essential characteristics. It
should become clear that, by examining these characteristics, a time for the
fulfillment of the prophecy may be determined. Before we move on to this
examination, let us review several objections to a futurist/literal interpretation to this prophecy.
1) A central objection to the literal future fulfillment of this passage is
the apparent mythical character of the nations listed. Gog and Magog seem
to have no coherent referent in Ezekiel’s time nor in later history—though
many candidates have been proffered.54 Moreover, in the Christian tradition
(Revelation 20:8), the names of Gog and Magog seem to be general titles for
the antagonists of the people of God, with little else to identify them.55
One may find an analogous title in the “Anti-Christ,” which, based on
the hostility toward God and His people, applied to many historical candidates, e.g., Antiochus Epiphanes. These recurring “types” do not preclude a
prime fulfillment by an ultimate expression when the time comes. The same
biblical interpretive principle is applicable to Gog and Magog. Even today,
the final expression of Gog and Magog is still future and anticipated “in the
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latter years” (38:8) and “in the last days” (38:16). The next two chapters will
attempt to show the continuity of specific modern nations with the invading
nations listed in Ezekiel’s Gog prophecy.
2) The conservative commentator Feinberg offers a variation of the
above view. He argues that a literal interpretation of the prophecy is unlikely
since some of the nations listed in this passage would be unlikely to act
together, such as Persia (Iran) and Libya.56
This argument was valid until very recent times, when geo-political
realities nullified this objection. The astonishing rise of pandemic Islamic
fundamentalism, with its anti-Semitism and a hatred of the restored Land of
Israel as central tenets, has already linked remote countries in coordinated
action, as the Muslim invasions and attempted invasions of Israel in 1948,
1956, 1967, 1973, 1982, and 2000 to the present, demonstrate.
Today, the nations occupying the territories of Ezekiel’s prophecy
(Paras, Cush, and Put) are, respectively, Iran,57 Sudan, and Libya—precisely
the “peripheral” nations that commentators insisted could not be associated.58 Point 4, below, discusses these nations in more detail.
3) A third argument against a futurist/literal fulfillment is the description of the weapons used in the battle, e.g., swords, shields, bucklers, and
horses.59 In the last century, particularly since the advent of mechanized
warfare, the response to this argument has run in two directions: It interprets
this language both literally and figuratively.
On the one hand, at least in terms of the use of horses, the Russians were
said to be accumulating huge numbers of them in preparation for an invasion.60 Others, however, have suggested that Ezekiel’s description of military
equipment should all be taken figuratively. For example, “horses” are a way
of talking about the troops being “carried,” irrespective of physical means,
while the other equipment represents the only way in his time Ezekiel could
communicate the powerful and well-equipped nature of the invaders.61
4) A fourth objection, based on the extended burial process described in
the prophecy, involves the huge number of invaders. The number of
invaders perceived here by some commentators may reflect the 200 million
mentioned in Revelation 9:16; 16:12.62 One commentator calculated that if
“all Israel” [italics his] were to take all the working days within the seven
months described in the prophecy to bury the dead invaders, assuming one
million Israelites taking one day to bury two corpses, then one could
calculate the number of invaders at about 360 million!63
Of course, this highly contrived, labor-intensive, and artificial description of the burial process seems much more industrious than that described
in the prophecy itself, e.g., only teams of picked men survey the land, and
identify and mark individual bones for burial (39:14-16).64 Defenders of the
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futurist/literal position could argue, however, that the manpower fit for
military service among the present enemies of Israel—Russia, the Muslim
nations, and the “Kings of the East”—surpasses even these startling
figures.65
5) A fifth objection to a futurist/literal fulfillment of Ezekiel’s prophecy
is related to the above: The extreme and apocalyptic terms describing the
destruction of the invaders. For example, Ezekiel 38:4-6, 9 and 15-16 emphasize two characteristics of the invaders: 1) their enormous numbers, and
2) their intimidating military equipment.
This sets the stage for the great magnitude of the slaughter to come. The
text (38:19-20) describes in elaborate detail the great earthquake that greets
the invaders, followed by “every kind of terror” (38:21)—specifically, either
confusion in the ranks, or the invaders turning on each other in mutual
aggression,66 plague/disease (dever), blood(shed) (dam), then a separate
statement: “I will pour down torrents of rain, hailstones, fire, and sulfur.”
Those who take a futurist/literal view of this can see a prescient characterization of a modern war: Chemical and biological weapons (“plague/
disease”), conventional weapons (“blood”), and especially nuclear weapons
which produce the paradoxical characteristics of “torrents of rain, hailstones,”67 as well as an unquenchable fire (Hebrew: esh v e-gafrit).68
6) The language of retribution and extreme violence against the invaders
(whom God, in other prophetic contexts, uses as “servants” to punish Israel’s
unfaithfulness to the covenant), is seen here as crass “carnality” and out of
step with the Hebrew prophetic tradition.69
The answer might be two-fold: First, while the description of the carnage may seem extreme, it does illustrate the principle that sin is ultimately
self-destructive, and that the more extreme the sin, the more extreme the
self-destruction. Second, the prophecy itself actually does express the traditional prophetic reasons for the conflagration:
The Gentiles shall know that the house of Israel went into captivity for their
iniquity; because they were unfaithful to Me, therefore I hid My face from
them. I gave them into the hand of their enemies, and they all fell by the sword
(Ezekiel 39:23-24).

This principle, accordingly, applies to all nations. The recurring theme
in the Gog prophecy is that, because of the horrific evil of the nations and
the consequences of their actions, they will only thus—through great
destruction, during this climax of “the time of the Gentiles”—come to
understand the power and holiness of the Lord.70
7) Finally, one might argue that the fulfillment of the Gog prophecy in
the immediate future violates the very conditions of the prophecy itself, in
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that the invasion seems to come at the end of a peaceful period—some say
the “Messianic peace.” The key passages appear in chapter 38.
8 After many days you will be called to arms. In future years you will
invade a land that has recovered from war, whose people were gathered from
many nations to the mountains of Israel, which had long been desolate. They
had been brought out from the nations, and now all of them live in safety. 9 You
and all your troops and the many nations with you will go up, advancing like a
storm; you will be like a cloud covering the land. 10 This is what the Sovereign
LORD says: “On that day thoughts will come into your mind and you will
devise an evil scheme. 11 You will say, ‘I will invade a land of unwalled
villages; I will attack a peaceful and unsuspecting people—all of them living
without walls and without gates and bars.’

.........................
14c In that day, when my people Israel are living in safety, will you not take
notice of it?”

The “peaceful” conditions outlined here need not describe a long period
of the Messianic era,71 but rather may reflect a time when Israel’s guard is
let down, perhaps due to a lull in the hostilities, a peace treaty, or, as happened just before the 1973 Yom Kippur War, a sense of overconfidence. This
passage can remind us of the Jerusalem Post headline on the occasion of the
Sadat-Begin peace treaty in September of 1978: “Peace and Security!”—the
phrase employed in 1 Thessalonians 5:3 (“For when they shall say, ‘Peace
and security,’ then sudden destruction comes upon them...) warning of
impending calamity. Far from serving as an argument against the fulfillment
of the prophecy in our time, the author portrays these “peaceful” and
“secure” conditions as an ironic contrast to the enormity and horror of the
invasiona warning against lack of vigilance, lack of faith in God, and
against trust in a false peace.
Now let us offer the arguments in favor of a futurist/literal interpretation of our passage.
In the following points, the first seven give the essential arguments for
claiming a futurist/literal hermeneutic fulfillment for Ezekiel 38 and 39,
precisely describing the characteristics that only a modern Israel can supply.
Item 8 discusses the nature of national names and that nature’s relevance for
identifying the nations listed in Ezekiel’s prophecy.
1. The fact of the modern State of Israel—We would submit that the
sudden establishment of Israel as a sovereign state in 1948 is the ultimate
fulfillment of Ezekiel 36:24, which, in turn, opens the way for the
fulfillment of Ezekiel 37, 38 and 39—a fulfillment that was only partially
realized at the end of the Babylonian exile. The conditions of the return of
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Israel at that point were “less than ideal,”72 and lacked some of the characteristics—e.g., lack of walled cities, and the return from “many nations”—
that Ezekiel described in this passage.
2. Cities without walls—The text describes a scene that is regarded as
virtually impossible in Ezekiel’s time: “I will go against those who are at
rest, that live securely, all of them living without walls, and having no bars
or gates” (38:11). This has been interpreted as reflecting a time of Messianic
peace. The idea that cities could continue to exist without defensive walls
seemed quite remarkable—though only in more recent times, walls would
provide no meaningful defense against modern weapons.
3. Israel re-gathered from “many nations”—The text twice mentions
that Israel would be, “gathered from many nations” (38:8 and 12). Long
before the time of Ezekiel, Israel had been gathered from bondage in Egypt
and led to establish themselves in the Promised Land. Later, the kingdom of
Israel was dispersed by Assyria to “many nations,” but was not regathered.
Then Judah was exiled to Babylon, and was regathered.73 But in cases where
they had been exiled to only one nation—Egypt or Babylon—their return
could not be “from many nations.” And in the case where they went into
“many nations,” they were not again gathered.
In 135 CE, however, after the second Jewish revolt against Rome, the
Jews experienced a great dispersion among “many nations.” That dispersal
lasted until 1948—over eighteen centuries. Never before had there been a
mass “restoration” of the Jews to their Land “from many nations.” It’s
interesting to note that this mass, world-wide dispersion of Jews began after
the Exilic period (Ezekiel’s time). This criterion, then—of Israel being
“gathered from many nations”—could only apply to a modern State of
Israel.
4. Israel re-gathered to a “land that had been a waste”—The emptiness of the Land of Israel before its resettlement by Jews is both a criterion
for a modern fulfillment of Ezekiel’s prophecy, and a documented fact of
recent history, as we shall show.
Modern Arabs who call themselves “Palestinians” claim they are—for
the most part—descendants of the Philistines who lived in the area from
before the Exodus (Genesis 21:34; 26), or were descended from the
Canaanites, who also lived in this land. This anscestral claim does not bear
scrutiny. First, neither the Philistines nor the Canaanites were Arabs; the
Bible, and history, speak of them distinctively: Arabs lived in Arabia, not
along the Mediterranean seacoast.

The Prophecy that Is Shaping History

37

Second, according to numerous contemporary accounts,74 the Land was
relatively empty of inhabitants before recent Jewish immigration, though
there was always a Jewish presence in the Land and a Jewish majority as
early as 1900. Arab and English records indicate that, overwhelmingly,
“Palestinians” are Arabs who migrated into Israel mostly in the 20th century
long after Israel was called “Palestine” in 135 CE.
These recent immigrants came from the many Arab countries that surround Israel, drawn into the Land by the jobs created by Jewish endeavors to
build a modern country—e.g., roads, telegraph and mail service, newspapers, schools, hospitals, businesses, civic organizations, farms and
orchards—from almost nothing. This is why the U.N. had to create a new
definition of “refugee” for these Arabs in 1948: In Israel, “refugees” are
“those Arabs who had lived in Palestine (pre-State Israel) for at least two
years.” Hardly an indigenous people.
In 1835, Alphonse de Lamartine visited the area. He remarked in his
work, Recollections of the East, “Outside the gates of Jerusalem we saw no
living object, heard no living sound.” In 1857, the British Consul in Palestine reported: “The country is in a considerable degree empty of inhabitants
and therefore its greatest need is that of a body of population.”
A decade later, the famous American author, Samuel Clemens, known
as Mark Twain, wrote in Innocents Abroad, “A desolation is here that not
even imagination can grace with the pomp of life and action. We reached
Tabor safely. We never saw a human being on the whole journey.”75
The official Ottoman Turk census of 1882 found only 141,000 Muslims
of any kind in the whole extent of the Land. About then, Jews—always a
presence in the Land—also began to come from abroad in great numbers,
bringing agricultural and business employment opportunities with them.
By 1922, the number of Arabs had increased more than four-fold, to
650,000, in just 40 years, and leaped another 350,000 in the next 16 years to
over a million by 1938. To claim that this increase came from the Arabs’
natural fertility would be to claim a birthrate of 334 per 1000—almost four
times greater than Egypt’s, one of the highest birthrates in the world today.
Contemporary records show that Arabs from outside Palestine continued
to enter the Land to take the available jobs—and more than that. In 1922, the
British Governor of the Sinai reported that “illegal immigration was not only
going on through the Sinai [from Egypt], but also from Transjordan and
Syria.” Eight years later, the Hope-Simpson Report, sponsored by the British
Mandate, noted that “unemployment lists are being swollen by immigrants
from Trans-Jordania” and “illicit immigration through Syria and across the
northern frontier of Palestine is material.”76

38

Chapter 1: The Interpretations of Ezekiel 38 and 39

At about the same time, even the Syrian governor of Hauran, Tewfik
Bey el Hurani, counted over 30,000 Syrians who had moved to Israel in just
a few months. Winston Churchill, who had served in the British Mandate of
Palestine in its early stages noted that, “far from being persecuted, the Arabs
have crowded into the country and multiplied.” In this sense, even Yasser
Arafat is a typical “Palestinian”: he was born and raised outside of the area
he once led—in Egypt, not in “Palestine” as he claimed.77 Even today some
40% of “Palestinians” find their employment in Israel,78 which, in turn
generates a spin-off economy in the Arab areas of Israel.
The counter argument to all of this is that, whatever the origins of the
present people who began calling themselves “Palestinian” in the 1960s,
they live in the Land now, and have for some time. Hebrew tradition makes
allowances even for “sojourners in the Land” and even for them in the
future.79 But whatever the origins of the “Palestinians” or their disposition,
solid evidence indicates that the Land was a “continual waste” for a
substantial period before the “regathering” of the Jews and the subsequent
and dependent influx of the Arabs—a unique situation until the present era.
5. The unique alignment of nations against Israel—In addition, the
alignment of the nations mentioned in 38:5 “Persia, Cush, and Put” cannot
be disregarded simply because of their diverse geographical locations.80 This
very reality strongly argues in favor of a modern application of Ezekiel’s
prophecy. During the past 50 years, it has been Russia—the contemporary
candidate for the Rosh of Ezekiel—who armed nations hostile to Israel with
weapons and military experts, their geographic distance being at that time
irrelevant. On the other hand, in the early 1980s, after the Islamic/socialist
revolutions in Libya (Ezekiel’s Put), Iran (Paras), and Sudan (the biblical
Cush)—and the rising tide of Islamic fundamentalism that swept over all the
Middle East—cooperation and coordination between the Islamic regimes in
Libya, Iran, and Sudan was not at all problematic.81
Significantly, these three Arab nations are on record as being the most
vociferously anti-Zionist of the Arab world. They also represent the most
aggressive Islamic states in their training and export of terrorism worldwide.
Iran (Ezekiel’s Paras/Persia) underwent an Islamic revolution at the end of
the 1970s that reoriented the country against the West—whom Arabs call
“the Crusaders”—and against Israel.82 Libya (Ezekiel’s Put) follows the
radical Islamic agenda of its leader, Mu’ammar Qadhafi, and represents a
major player within Islamic extremism.83 These days, the Islamic government of (northern) Sudan (Ezekiel’s Cush) is waging a brutal war against the
Christian and animist Sudanese in the southern part of the country, killing
them by the tens and hundreds of thousands a year, selling prisoners into
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slavery, and compelling young girls to marry Muslim men, thereby forcing
their conversion and genital mutilation. So we now see a remarkable and
intimate association of three radical Islamic states which are committed to
one goal: the annihilation of Israel, and are the very countries Ezekiel said
would ultimately strive mightily toward this purpose (cf. Psalm 83:1-8a).
Ezekiel, of course, may have had another reason for listing these three
nations along with those from the “uttermost parts of the north.” He may
have intended to suggest a universal and coordinated attack from the “four
corners” of the then-known world. This sense of a universal attack on Israel
is enhanced by the far-flung locations of the countries he named: Tarshish
(extreme West), and Sheba and Dedan (far Southeast), who seem to exhibit,
at the very least, passivity toward, if not agreement with, the attack. In
mentioning these nations, it appears that Ezekiel affirms the very point that
some commentators wish to deny: That Israel will be attacked from every
point of the compass—perhaps by those representing every nation on earth.
This very situation described by Ezekiel seems to be Israel’s lot today. She
is involuntarily isolated in world affairs like no other nation is. For example,
Israel is the only nation in the United Nations that is not permitted to serve
on its Security Council. Many times Israel has been on the receiving end of
hostile U.N. votes that are unanimous or nearly so—often with only the U.S.
voting with her.84 This picture conforms well with the tone of a number of
other biblical prophecies that portray Israel standing alone against the onslaught of “all nations.”85
A favorable comparison, then, exists between Ezekiel’s characterization
of the re-gathered Israel and the peculiar alignment of her enemies with
present events and developments, confirming only the futurist/literal
approach of interpreting the Gog passage.
6. The location of the northern nations as being from the “farthest
part of the north”—Ezekiel 38:6 and 15 describe the invaders as countries
from the “far north” (NIV) or the “uttermost parts of the north” (AV). The
Hebrew is unambiguous about the extent of this northward direction
(yarchetey tsaphon).86 It is debatable whether or not this term would
describe Ezekiel’s northern nations at that time, or whether he foresaw these
nations one day dwelling in a location much farther to the north. It is
intriguing that a tribe of “Mescherians,” whose territory included the area of
the modern city of Moscow, the capital of the traditional “Rus’,” lies due
north of Israel, on a line through the North Pole.87
Even if the alternate, “Normanist,” theory on the origin of the “Rus’” is
accepted, these “North-men” (Norsemen/Normanists) originally occupied an
area at the northernmost reaches of human habitation, which is directly north
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of Israel, around the lakes of Ladoga and Onega. Even in this unlikely
though popular claim, the very name, “North-men,” echoes the location of
the invaders in the prophecy of Ezekiel. The location of Ezekiel’s Rosh, of
course, rests upon whether or not the nation existed at all.
7. The historicity of Ezekiel’s Rosh and the other northern
invaders—The first part of this chapter has already shown that philologically, Ezekiel’s Rosh () must be interpreted as the name of a nation,
rather than as the noun-adjective, “chief.” The following chapters will offer
substantial evidence for both Ancient Near Eastern and more recent candidates for this name and for those of the other northern peoples involved in the
attack.
At this point, it is worthwhile to explore the very nature of nations and
of their names as it applies to this study.
8. The nature of national names and the problem of applying
Ezekiel’s Rosh to possible candidates—It is important to remember that
one may approach the identification of a people group over time in a variety
of ways: by genetic relationship to ancestors, as the citizens of a particular
nation, or simply by a name designated by outsiders.
An example of the first might be the Jews, who have taken their identity
through the millennia as “the children of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob.” (Not
just “of Abraham,” because Abraham had many sons who were not Jews. He
gave them gifts, and sent them all away from the Promised Land, in order to
keep the Land free for the descendants of Isaac.)
However, though these genetic links have become diluted and diminished—by the rape of oppressors, occasional intermarriage, converts to Judaism, and assimilation out into Gentile populations—those who remain Jews
today are the descendants of people who stubbornly stayed Jewish throughout the millennia. The children of those who married out or assimilated were
as lost to the Jewish gene pool as they were to the Jewish identity. Religion
has been the unifying factor that kept the Jewish people genetically Jewish.
When Jews married people of other beliefs or gene pools who did not
convert to Judaism, then, because they did not practice Judaism, their
children were not raised as Jews and were lost to their people.
The tradition of identifying a Jew as one whose mother was a Jew may
represent an attempt to preserve the genetic identity of Jews in the Diaspora.
Before that, Jews were those whose fathers were Jews. During the dispersion, oppression of the Jews made it difficult to know who someone’s father
was, due to the frequent rape of Jewish women by their oppressors, in times
of war and peace. Conversions to Judaism, of course, complicate this purely
genetic model somewhat.88 But the children of these converts will marry
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Jews and raise their children to do the same. So Jewish genes soon predominate. This is why it was long the custom for converts to take the last
name “convert,” or gēr. Many common last names attest to this practice:
Gair, Gere, Geary, Gear, Gare, and so on. The biblical idea of nations
descending from eponymous ancestors falls into this category—e.g., Edom
and Moab, as well as those listed in the Table of Nations in Genesis 10.89
Examples of the second method of naming a people—as being simply
the citizens of a particular nation—might be seen in many modern nations,
notably Russia and especially the United States, which is somewhat proudly
multicultural, and where identification as an American is largely territorial,
and has nothing at all to do with genetics.90
“America” would additionally fall into the third category—that of being
named by others—since the name was stamped on it by a German clergyman and scholar, Martin Waldseemüller,91 who had read of the adventures of
Americus Vespucci, a merchant and explorer who discovered that the
Western Hemisphere was not, in fact, the Far East. Waldseemüller called
the new lands “America” in Vespucci’s honor.
Another example of the third case would be the American “Indians,”
who, of course, never called themselves “Indians,” and were never “Indian”
in the sense of being inhabitants of India at all, but were given their name
through an error in geography.
It is likely that the name, Rosh—in Ezekiel and in much later history—
involved a mixture of these types of ethnic, national, or local designations,
whether self-described or named by outsiders. Accordingly, we must also be
careful not to limit the identification of tribes by Ezekiel 38-39 only to a
time contemporary with him, or too narrowly in terms of ethnic identification. Ezekiel’s nations may be fairly elastic over both time and ethnic composition.
Thus, given the fluidity of populations in the empires of the ancient
Near East —and certainly just as Ezekiel, a Jew, was a constituent part of
Babylon during his lifetime—we cannot assume the legitimacy of purely
genetic descriptions of nations. The peoples or lands that Ezekiel describes
far into the future may, in fact, share only a name, with the possibility that
even that name was given to them by outsiders. This study hopes to show
that in the cases of Ezekiel’s other northern tribes—e.g., Gog, Magog,
Meshech, Tubal, Gomer, and Togarmah—the names may have disappeared,
but the people, even though largely assimilated, have persisted in some
identifiable way.
On the other hand, as in the case of Rosh, though the people and areas
may change, an identity can be retained via its name. As a model for our
studies of the historical development of the nations listed in our Ezekiel
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passage, we must recall the extreme case of Israel with the continuity and
discontinuity of identity in locality and in genetics that it has undergone—
from 70 and 135 CE, when it was dispersed throughout the world under
Roman subjection, enslavement, and expulsion, to 1948, and the reassertion
of its identity as the State of Israel almost two thousand years later.
It is to the problem of offering candidates for Ezekiel’s northern nations
in his contemporary world that we now turn.
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Chapter 2
Ezekiel’s Northern Nations:
Ancient Near-Eastern Texts
For locating Rosh, as well as the other northern nations of Ezekiel 38
and 39—Meshech, Tubal, Gomer, and Togarmah—this chapter offers evidence that appears in the earliest records and that continues to a period
roughly contemporaneous with Ezekiel.
This examination shows that Ezekiel had a range of candidates for Rosh,
as well as historical confirmation for the other nations he lists. At the time
of Ezekiel, at least a small percentage of each of his “northern nations” was
located in eastern Anatolia (roughly, modern eastern Turkey). Within a few
centuries, they seem to have migrated (or, more likely, returned) northward
from their locations they occupied during Ezekiel’s ministry.
Rosh, Tubal, and Togarmah, however, are more difficult to trace than
say, Meshech or Gomer. The next chapter will pick up the theme of the location of these nations from the standpoint of their post-Ezekiel history and of
their ultimate dispositions. The specific problem of identifying Ezekiel’s
Rosh from Ancient Near-East literature is fraught with difficulty. It is clear
that not all of the candidates described in this literature could be simultaneously valid, since some of the Rosh references appear to derive from different sources and, more importantly, from different locations.
As we shall see, each candidate may be attractive for a number of reasons, such as the following: 1) proximity to the other tribes Ezekiel lists,
such as Meshech and Tubal, 2) the abundance of attestation, 3) the recurring
attestation for one location through successive sources, and 4) the likelihood
that the Rosh in question is in fact describing a significant ethnic group
rather than merely a city or relatively small area. We leave it to the reader
and subsequent research to determine the suitability of the various candidates below to qualify as Ezekiel’s Rosh. It is possible, of course, that Ezekiel received a revelation of a name that came into being long after his prophecy was first recorded, separated from any immediate historical referent
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in the prophet’s own time and place. However interesting such a possibility
may be, the solution is probably more complicated than that.
In this chapter, we will proceed by examining evidence from the Bible,
from ancient Egypt, the Hittites, Urartu, Assyria, Babylonia, and ancient
Greece—each in their own section. In each case this chapter examines material under the following two headings: A: Historical Background, and, B:
Candidates for Identification as Ezekiel’s Nations. Under this latter heading,
as applicable, material will be entered that applies to the nations, in this order: Gog and Magog, Rosh, Meshech, Tubal, Gomer, and Togarmah.

I. Biblical Evidence
A. Historical Background
The Prophet Ezekiel lived during the traumatic years of the fall of Judea
and Jerusalem, and their subsequent deportation into exile in Babylon. From
his new geographic vantage point on the River Chebar (a canal just north of
Babylon), he was at the center of the empire and, as we shall see, also within
a few kilometers of the areas of (A)Raši and Tubliaš (=Hittite, Tuhpiliša).
We can assume that Ezekiel was exposed to news of dealings with all of the
nations he lists in his prophecy.
B. Candidates for Identification with Ezekiel’s Nations
In the preceding chapter we introduced the reader to the biblical passage
of Ezekiel 38-39 (the Gog passage). We have also offered evidence for the
word Rosh as a proper name and for the contextual appropriateness of the
English nominal translation “prince of Rosh,” in contrast to the awkward
adjectival translation, “chief prince.” The examination of the biblical material may be divided into three passages: Ezekiel 38-39; Isaiah 66:19; and
Jeremiah 25:23-26.
1. Ezekiel 38-39—The Bible offers limited information about Ezekiel’s
northern nations. We learn from Ezekiel himself only that these nations,
Rosh, Gog, Magog, and others would come from the “uttermost parts of the
north.” Just how far north is a matter of speculation.
Certainly, the other invading nations—Paras (today’s Iran, whose name
in modern Hebrew remains Paras), Cush (now northern, Muslim Sudan, just
south of modern Egypt on the Nile), and Put (associated with modern
Libya)—represent the other three limited “four corners” of the then-known
earth, if, indeed, that was the intent of the passage. In today’s small world,
these nations are hardly out of Israel’s neighborhood.
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Accordingly, then, the northern nations—by far the most emphasized
element in this invasion—could occupy the “north” somewhere short of the
Caucasus. But we can suggest that, under divine revelation, the “north”
could, at least theoretically, either lie on a line from Ezekiel’s location near
Babylon through the North Pole, or—as is more likely—along a slightly
different line extending upward from Israel, since Israel is the focus of the
prophesied invasion. If the latter is the case, then a line from Jerusalem (35˚
13’ E) to the North Pole passes near the city of Moscow (37˚ 42’ E), and
through the area of the Mescherians—a people-group dwelling in the immediate area of Moscow long before the Christian era.

R = Rosh candidates,

G = Gomer,

M = Meshech,

Tg = Togarmah,

T = Tubal,

● = Moscow

Fig. 1: Locations for Ezekiel’s Northern Nations

2. Jeremiah 25:23-26  In the Septuagint (LXX) translation of the Bible into Greek, Jeremiah utters a prophecy against all the nations, and he
includes a  in a series with Dedan  and Elam  Dedan
(an area included in modern Saudi Arabia), of course, is listed in Ezekiel’s
Gog prophecy. Elam is located within what is now western Iran.
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Assyrian records also show that Elam bordered an (A)Raši. In the Hebrew Masoretic text, the LXX’s  is Βυζ (Buz). The difference is striking
enough to suggest that the LXX translator knew of a  and deliberately
inserted it into this sequence—possibly in view of the Ezekiel Gog passage,
but more likely because he was aware of just such a nation. (A similar
scribal change seems to have appeared in the other direction in Isaiah).
3. Isaiah 66:19  Isaiah 66 is a majestic and climactic chapter describing God’s victory over all the rebellious nations of the world, the final establishment of the Jews as God’s own, and the emergence of the “new heavens
and the new earth.” Here again, the prophet lists a number of what are, perhaps, representative nations from a great circle (all directions) of the thenknown world who bring their “glory” to God as an act of reconciliation.
This passage, however, offers an oddity that may be a clue to another
reference to Rosh, which lies behind the present text. The disruption in the
list of nations is so blatant that some commentators and translators1 have
actually emended the variant-free text into a smoother list. The passage as it
now stands in the Masoretic (traditional Hebrew) text lists: “Tarshish, Put,
Lud (who draw the bow), to Tubal and Javan, to the coastlands afar off.”
The troublesome passage is: (moshkey qeshet—”who draw
the bow”). The Septuagint translates the  (moshkey) as (Mosoch), dropping the  (qeshet) altogether. Mosoch, of course, is tied to
the “Tubal” resulting in the sequence, “Meshech and Tubal,” found also in
Ezekiel 27:13, as well as in 38:2,3 and 39:1. Both latter passages also list
Persia and Put, suggesting that the original writer of Isaiah 66 had a different
wording in mind. It would appear, then, that the expression “who draw the
bow” is out of place in that no other nations in the list are similarly described.2
All this led to a variety of emendations to make more sense of this passage. In some cases, the list is reconstructed as “Tarshish, Put, Lud,
Meshech, Tubal3 and Javan,” omitting any reference to  (qeshet).4
Others, suggesting that Rosh is a nation, translate  as Rosh, as in the case
of Duhm, who suggests reading Rōš,5 as do the NASB, the Jerusalem Bible,
the New American Bible, the Revised English Bible, The Bible in Basic English, and the New English Version—hence the translation:
And I will set a sign among them and will send survivors from them to the
nations: Tarshish, Put, Lud, Meshech, Rosh, Tubal, and Javan, to the distant
coastlands that have neither heard My fame nor seen My glory. And they will
declare My glory among the nations.
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The plausibility of this reading is enhanced when one considers that in
the period before the so-called Hebrew “square” script was developed (in the
Babylonian exile), a  (Q as in qešet, “bow”) in Hebrew was virtually indistinguishable from a (R, as in Rosh). Moreover, the “a” (aleph), a silent
letter carrying the “O” sound in  (Rosh) could easily be confused and
interposed with the “” (“T”) at the end of . Hence, someone even
slightly unfamiliar with the old Hebrew script could easily have confused
(“Meshech, Rosh”) with (moshkey qeshet) or could
have “corrected” the text to make more sense, adding a similar-sounding
description of Lud found in Jeremiah 46:9.
Again, as in the preceding chapter, the failure to translate Rosh as a national name seems mostly to stem from the unfamiliarity of scholars with its
historical geography. Accordingly, our next step is to examine various ancient extra-biblical historical sources in an attempt to solve the problem of
Rosh.

II. Egyptian Sources
A. Historical Background
The inscriptions on the walls of the great temple of Amon at Karnak, in
the south of Egypt, narrate the great conquests of Thutmes III (circa 1450
BCE). He launched military campaigns northward, by land and by sea, that
extended to Palestine, Syria, and the headwaters of the Euphrates.
The conquest narratives contain some 270 toponyms ranging from Canaan to Carchemesh.6 Ramses II (1304-1227) and Ramses III (1194-1163),
made similar campaigns, though their lists of conquered cities and regions
are somewhat shorter. These lists are valuable in the study of historical geography but do they have relevance to our thesis?

B. Candidate for Identification with Ezekiel’s Nation, Rosh
We have only one of Ezekiel’s nations mentioned in the Egyptian material that we have considered: a possible reference to Rosh in the inscriptions
of the first-mentioned pharaoh. The latter two pharaohs provide us with a
few references to a roš or a raš in Israel or along the east coast of the Mediterranean, but none seem to qualify as the Uruššu of the Hittites or Rōsos or
Rōs of the Greeks (described in following sections), which are located on a
promontory just below the NE notch of the Mediterranean Sea.
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Among these names are ru-ša qad-š 7 (Hebrew, “rosh qodesh,” “holy
cape/promontory/headland”) and r-w-š8 (Hebrew: “rosh”), which similarly
means “peak,” or “promontory.” Since all of these are within Israel, they are
necessarily not to the “far north”—the place of which Ezekiel wrote.
These names also represent specific places. We have several listings of a
r-š (r-sh) root in r-w-š (Rosh, List I: #31a,b, Thutmes III), one of which is
slightly corrupted on the cities list, but possibly represents the southern Judean
holy city of Laish. Another entry (Thutmes III, List 1: #48a; #48 BCE), r-š
q-d-š (ru-’u-ša qad-š, “Rosh Qodesh”) likely refers to the promontory, Mt.
Carmel on the coast of Israel on the south edge of modern Haifa. Still another
r-š q-d-š (ru-’u-ša qad-š, List XXVII: #1 and #108), Ramses II, in inscriptions at Karnak, the Great Temple of Amon, the name, “Holy Rosh/Head”
refers possibly to a cape west of Qadesh on the Orontes, probably Ras esShaqqa near Tripoli, Lebanon.9 Again, none of these is to the “far north” of
Israel.
For our purposes, however, one must investigate entry number 348 in
List 1 of Thutmes III, a ra-š, which may refer to the promontory associated
with our Hittite and Greek references (see Map 1, p. 135). The simple fact
that this small mountain jutting into the Mediterranean qualifies as an Egyptian “ra-š “ may have given its name to this cape, if it were not a coincidence
that the term was already extant. The Semitic word for “head” may have
become the name of the mountain and area, which historically, at least by
Ezekiel’s time, had become so named. Certainly this name, as we shall see,
is confirmed among the Hittites, at the southern end of their empire, and
among the Greeks for several centuries. Is it significant that immediate ethnic neighbors were Gurgum (one candidate for Gog), Tabal and the Muški?
The difficulty here, of course, is that even if the Egyptians initiated or simply reflected a local “raš” name, it is a long leap to assume on this basis that
a people group were so designated in this area so early.

III. Ugaritic Sources 10
A. Historical Background
Ugarit left records helpful in establishing the identity and location of
Ezekiel’s nations. Ugarit, located in what is now Syria, was a significant
city-state located about 100 kilometers to the south of our final Egyptian
“ra-š,” above, and just below the mouth of the Orontes River, on the Mediterranean Sea. Ugarit survived as a vassal—first of Egypt, then of the Hittites—from about 1500 until 1190 BCE, when it was overrun and destroyed
by the Sea Peoples (Philistines?). The modern site of ancient Ugarit is RasShamrah, a rich source of political and legal documents discovered in the
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ruined archives of the royal palace. These valuable documents shed light on
the final two centuries of Ugarit’s troubled history.

B. Candidate for Identification with Ezekiel’s Nation, Rosh
The language of Ugarit is closely related to early Hebrew. Ugaritic has
been particularly useful to scholars of the Hebrew Scriptures in clarifying
biblical texts and customs.11 More importantly for our study, these documents record numerous place names in the area, including references to a
people known as “Rashites.” However, we must note here that while the
majority of the (mostly Semitic) languages of the Ancient Near East were
similar, key changes often occurred in pronunciation. In the case of the Hebrew, roš (Rosh), the pronunciation would be rêšu in Akkadian (Assyrian),12
rêš in Aramaic (Babylonian),13 and ra’šu in Ugaritic.14
Price has shown that in the ancient Semitic languages just mentioned,
roš and its equivalents (above) appear not only as a noun (“head”) or an adjective (“chief, main”), but also as a proper noun—a name of persons or
places. Just as Rosh was the name of a son of Benjamin in Genesis, a similar
word is applied to a variety of Akkadian personal names, such as Râshi-ili,15
Rêsh-Dumuzi,16 Rêsh-Ea,17 and Rêsh-Shamash, a fairly common name.18
The fact this word occurs as a personal name may have no more significance
than, say, the relationship between the name, Russia, and Rush Limbaugh.
A particularly intriguing example of such a coincidence is the association two names similar to tribal names listed in the Gog passage, Rêsh-Beli
father of Tubalît-Bini.19 Tubalît-Bini, however, means, “You (the divinity)
have kept my son alive” from the verb, bullutu, “to keep alive, revive.” This
etymological derivation, however, with its terminal teth (letter f) rules out
the possibility that the name could be associated with Ezekiel’s Tubal.
On the other hand, as we shall see below, Assyrian documents show extensive references to the nations of Rašu or Raši adjoining a Tubliaš immediately to the east of the near confluence of the Tigris and Euphrates rivers
(See Map 1, p. 135). The Ugaritic materials that Price has translated do not
indicate, however, such an eastern location for a Roš/Reš-/Raš- people (that
is, east of the Tigris River), but rather, as we will see in a number of sources
below, a western location, on the northeastern coast of the Mediterranean.
This is shown by the context of Price’s examples. In one text,20 a “Motbaal the Rêshite” and “Motan the Rêshite”21 appear on lists of debtors. The
name, Motbaal, (“man of Baal”)22 suggests adherence to the Baal cult which
was prominent only along the eastern coast of the Mediterranean,23 among
the Canaanites, Philistines, and especially in Ugarit, where myths concerning Baal comprised a substantial amount of its religious literature. Another
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text24 records receipts for large volumes of (olive?) oil for “Abram the Cyptiote” (‘altyy), for “Abram of Egypt” (msrm), for “the men of Sardis”
(sbrdnm), and for “Ben Azmot (bn ‘zmt) the Rêshite” (rišy). The place
names listed here—with the exception of “Sardis” which is in western Anatolia, near Ephesus25—are all located on or near the eastern coast of the
Mediterranean, far to the west of the (A)Raši on the eastern banks of the
lower Tigris River, as Price has suggested.26 The Ugaritic data may indicate
a more western location for a Rosh, but it is much more likely that these are
references to a well-attested port town on the Mediterranean27not a significant tribe as Meshech or Tubal located to the near north of Ugarit. A somewhat more substantial source for a western site for a people of Rosh derives
from the Hittites.

IV. Hittite Sources
A. Historical Background
The Hittites were members of the ancient Indo-European peoples who
appeared in Anatolia at the beginning of the 2nd millennium BCE. Historians trace the origin of the Hittites to areas beyond the Black Sea.28 They
founded the first major empire that occupied central Anatolia and that also
left behind significant written sources of their history. By 1340 BCE, they
became one of the most dominant powers in the Middle East. The Hittites
originally used the Akkadian (Old Babylonian) script which was transmitted
to them by the Hurrians. After the destruction of the Hittite Empire (ca.
1190 BCE), the surviving Neo-Hittite states in Syria, who had been under
Hittite control, continued the Hittite tradition, much like Byzantium continued the Roman Empire in the East. As a written language, they used Luwian, which was closely related to Hittite but was written with a pictographic script, i.e., Hieroglyphic Hittite, in the period from the 10th to the 8th
centuries BCE.29 Documents left by the Hittites have shed some light on the
possible early appearances of two of Ezekiel’s northern nations.

B. Candidates for Identification with Ezekiel’s Nations
1. Rosh  James Mellaart’s thorough revision of scholarship relating to
the Late Bronze Age settlements in eastern Anatolia has provided interesting
new insights for our study. From Hittite records, he placed an Urušša/
Urušum near Carchemish and just east of the northeastern corner of the
Mediterranean.30 In this he seems to follow the consensus of scholarship for
that period. This name may well reflect the nearby names with the “ruš” root
attributed to this immediate area by other historical sources. Only one other
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northern nation mentioned by Ezekiel seems in any way identified with this
early empire. That nation is Tubal.
2. Tubal  At least one Hittite text provides us with the name “Tuhpiliša,” which is, perhaps, indicative of an early presence of one of Ezekiel’s
northern tribes, Tubal.31 Tuhpiliša may well be identified with Tu(p/b)liaš or
a Tublia River, which is attested in Assyrian literature as being located in
and around (A)Raši, which, in turn, was located in a fairly large mountainous area to the east of the Tigris River (see Map 2, p. 136). Whether or
not Tuhpiliša could be identified with the traditional site of Tubal (Assyrian:
Tabal), within the southern part of the Hittite empire, must be the subject of
further study. While it is possible that the Tuhpiliša could have migrated
farther eastward, the Hittite empire did not extend as far east as the Assyrian
examples. An empire that followed the Hittites was that of Urartu, an empire
that left documents offering additional possibilities for identifying Ezekiel’s
nations and their locations.

V. Urartian Sources
A. Historical Background
Urartu was an ancient country in the mountainous region southeast of
the Black Sea and southwest of the Caspian Sea. It is mentioned in Assyrian
sources, as early as the 13th century BCE, as a people who enjoyed considerable political power in the Middle East in the 9th and 8th centuries.32 The
driving force behind the formation of the state of Urartu may have been the
vicious aggression of the Assyrians, which precipitated increasing resistance
by the threatened smaller tribes at their periphery. Finding themselves in a
“do or die” situation, these tribes formed alliances that evolved into larger
states. In this context, the state of Urartu emerged in the first half of the 9th
century BCE—its name quickly assuming an ethnic connotation.33 By the
middle of the 8th century BCE, Urartu had expanded to its maximum extent—from the north, above the Caucasian Mountains, and in the region
around Lake Urmia. The Urartians conquered Hittite territory in the west,
which had formerly belonged to the (now defunct) Hittite Empire and subjected northern Syria to tribute.34
The official language of Urartu, which centered on the district of Lake
Van, was also used beyond the Transcaucasian regions of what is now modern Russia and into northwestern Iran.35 Urartian texts, which range from
the 9th to the 6th centuries BCE, provide a useful source of information on
Ezekiel’s northern tribes. Many toponyms are found inscribed on rocks,
buildings, stelae, bronze objects, and tablets. These toponyms allow us some
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notion of the tribal structure of the countries in question, and of the destiny
of their population.36

B. Candidate for Identification with Ezekiel’s Nation, Rosh
The Urartian texts mention a variety of sites that contain the root, ruš.
One such is Kur Rišu (“Kur” = “land/people of”), a region south of Lake
Sevan, just west of a Kur Ruišia on the eastern end of the Black Sea at Lake
Caldir. Just to the south of the midpoint of the Aras River, a “people of Rusai” dwelled. Another reference, perhaps a variant form of Rusai, is Rusa,
appearing in the same area, just to the north of Lake Van, near a Mešchaninov37 (See Map 2, p. 136).

Excursus: The Urartian Dynasty of Rusas and Ezekiel’s Rosh?
Some scholars suggest that Ezekiel’s Rosh might have derived from the
Rusas dynasty of Urartu, 38 consisting of the succession of Rusa I (735-713
BCE), Rusa II (685-645 BCE), and Rusa III (605-590 BCE). The practice of
naming nations after their founders or the ruling dynasties has parallels in the
contemporary Middle East. For example, the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan,
ruled by King Abdullah of the Hashem tribe, acquired its name from the
“Hashem” family, who are the tribal descendants of Muhammad, the prophet of
Islam.39 Another Middle Eastern example is the contemporary Kingdom of
Saudi Arabia. During the early years of the 20th century, Ibn Sa’ud—a rebel
prince from a former royal family—conquered the existing ruler of al-Riyadh
(the present capital of Saudi Arabia), united its two main parts, Hejaz and Najd,
and declared himself to be the ultimate monarch. Ever since, his name has been
imposed not only on the country itself, which formerly was the Land of Hejaz,
but also on its inhabitants.40
These Middle Eastern examples reflect a long tradition in which the kings
of Urartu may have participated, as reflected in the Bible. “Their inward
thought is, that their houses shall continue for ever, and their dwelling places to
all generations; they call their lands after their own names” (Psalm 49:11).
A problem with the suggestion above is that, while the Rusas dynasty may
well have placed its name on a number of areas within the Urartian Empire, the
whole empire was not renamed, at least in recorded history. A second problem
emerges from this suggestion, viz., that Ezekiel portrays Rosh as a nation, not a
personality (as in the case of Ezekiel’s Gog), as Pritsak, Vernadsky, and others
have asserted.
However, many nations or peoples have been named after an ancestor.
Romans, and their capital city, were named after Romulus. Israelis and their
country are named after their forefather, Israel. The phenomenon of attaching
the name of a leader to his people and his empire appears often in Ancient Near
Eastern history. The Table of Nations in Genesis 10 illustrates this principle,
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whereby every land was named after its first successful settler: Canaan and the
Canaanites were named after Ham’s son, Canaan, and so on.
……………………………………………………………….

Thus the peoples and areas designated in northern Urartu whose names
are most likely related to the Rusas dynasty may remain as viable candidates
for the identification of Ezekiel’s Rosh. Urartu eventually came into serious
conflict with a growing threat from the southeast: Assyria.

VI. Assyrian Sources
A. Historical Background
Assyrian literature in the first half of the 1st millennium BCE offers the
most abundant and significant evidence for our thesis. At its height, the NeoAssyrian empire, ca. 745-621 BCE, stretched over what is now northern
Iraq, and extended its territory through the southeastern part of Turkey and
southward into Israel and Egypt. On the east, the empire penetrated to the
Zagros mountain range, and southward into Elam.41 While most of the Assyrian royal annals were more concerned about tribal states and the ongoing
conflict with them, this literature often incidentally recorded valuable geographic data. Some of these toponyms referred to areas and city-states containing the expression, “Rus,” as well as to most of the other northern nations of Ezekiel.

B. Candidates for Identification with Ezekiel’s Nations
1. Rosh — Assyrian literature offers at least three candidates for Ezekiel’s Rosh. The three different locales listed below (Eastern, North-Central,
and Western) may in fact overlap or be related. Similarly, the Assyrian
royal inscriptions abound in evidence for the historical presence of the tribe
of Rosh. Many toponyms were recorded in the Assyrian annals that contained the term, “rus’” in different yet closely related forms. These toponyms
that carried the root “rus’” were widely scattered geographically. However,
despite the imprecision of the Assyrians in mapping out the exact locality of
a given place, we can identify three major locations where “rus’” toponyms
clustered.
a. The Eastern Locale  This refers primarily to a fairly large area
bordering the Tigris River’s east bank and the northern regions of Elam (see
Map 2, p. 136). The first candidate for Ezekiel’s Rosh here is Raši,42 which
has abundant attestation in Assyrian literature. For example, it appears in the
annals of Sargon’s twelfth year, where he describes their frightened response
to his conquests.43 In another entry in his annals, Sargon described his enor-
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mous power in combat, as well as the expansion of his reign to the lands of
Mushki (Ezekiel’s Meshech), Tabal (Tubal), and that of Raši, which is on
the Elamite border on the banks of the Tigris.44 Later, in his seventh campaign against Elam, Sennacherib (705-681 BCE) conquered and despoiled
the city of Raša, which the Elamites had seized by force during the time of
his father. Other cities or areas like Hamanu, Rašu, and Bit-Bunakki were
among 35 cities or city-states that had been conquered before Sennacherib
launched his greatest offensive against the major rival power, Elam.45 In his
eighth campaign against Elam, Assurbanipal (668-627 BCE) again attacked
the same circle of cities: “This time I captured [together with] the land of
Raši, the city of Hamanu.”46 The city-states of Rasap and Tubiliaš were located in fairly close proximity to this area.
Surrounding sites and cities offer clues to the location of Raši. (A)Raši,
or, alternately, Rasi,47 represents a strong candidate linguistically for Ezekiel’s Rosh. This name appears in a variety of forms as Kur48 A-ra-ši,49
Kur-A-ra-su2,50 and Kur Ra-ši.51 (A)Raši or Rasi is located in context with
Bit-Bunakka,52 Bit-Imbi,53 and Hamanu,54 all cities of (A)Raši which were
located on the northwest borders of Elam,55 or “near” the Elamite border.56
b. The North-Central Locale  A highly unlikely candidate for Ezekiel’s Rosh is another Assyrian and Babylonian toponym, Rasappa/ Rusapu—cities or a city-state covering a substantial territory bordering, or near,
Gurgum (one candidate for Ezekiel’s Gog), Tabal and Muški. The data show
Rasappa/Rusapu in context with the province of Arrapha,57 and BitZamani,58 which were located in northern parts of what is now Iraq,59 and
the city of Nisibin (modern Nisibiya in Syria) as well as in the fertile area
between the Tigris and the Euphrates rivers (see Map 2, p.136).60 Much
earlier, the name of a city-state, Rasap, appears in an Ur III travel document.61 Just how it is related to the cluster of Rasappa/Rusapu names in the
North-Central region is unknown at this point. In any case, the name has
little to commend it as shedding light on the identity of Rosh until its “-apu”
(Akk.: “nose!”) suffix (if it is a suffix) is clearly explained. Ras-ap-pa may
be a compound derivation of the root word, ruš but its connection to Ezekiel’s Rosh has only the vaguest and most tenuous connection.
c. The Western Locale  This area is close to the Mediterranean
coast, at about the same latitude as Carchemish. Here the root ruš appears in
the name of a region—U-ruš-ša—which, along with “Urruš in Unqi” of the
annals of Tiglath Pileser III,62 continues in the well-attested  (Rhossos), situated above “Ras-al-Khanzir”—a cape just south of the northeastern
notch of the Mediterranean Sea. Fales locates Ras-ap-pa63 in the same area.
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Two main implications may be derived from these numerous “ruš/rus’”
place names distributed around the northwest section of the Fertile Crescent:
First, that the name was definitely a tribal name lent to their locale, wherever
they were—albeit with differences in the written form. These differences
may possibly be ascribed to different writing styles, to local pronunciations,
and to numerous scribes.
Second, the scattered pattern of this tribe to the north does not have to
be ascribed solely to continuous tribal migration in search of food and plunder, or to displacement by stronger peoples; it may be due to the wellattested Assyrian wartime strategy of deportation. The Assyrians were notorious in ancient history for their cruel treatment of conquered peoples, including deporting them to regions far from their homes. Populations of a
conquered or rebellious region were uprooted and removed to areas completely foreign to them, on the theory that they would be less likely to defend a strange territory than they would to defend their own homeland. At
the same time, deportation could provide labor for major building projects or
be used to develop uncultivated land that could supply food for the increasing populations of Assyrian cities.64 Ashurbannipal (668-612 BCE), perhaps
as a measure of desperation, implemented this deportation policy65 shortly
before the collapse of the Assyrian Empire. This strategy might also explain
the phenomenon of numerous scattered places that had the same root name,
and sometimes the very name itself, as displaced people groups applied their
name to the locations to which they were exiled, where the name stuck—a
minor victory for the deported. Many cities in the United States were named
this way, as settlers moved westward, replanting the names of their home
towns or regions, originally in Great Britain, Europe, or the American East
Coast. Certainly, the Assyrian policy of deportation and relocation was not
the only cause of multiple attestation of place names across a wide geographical areaindeed this phenomenon was widespread before the NeoAssyrian period.
2. Meshech — Meshech and Tubal are two of the places mentioned in
the list of nations in Ezekiel 38:1,2 and 39:1. Although Ezekiel prophesied
about them in approximately 570 BCE, their historicity as ethnic groups and
tribes has been confirmed at an even earlier period through the annals of
Assyrian kings. Meshech (Genesis 10:2 and Ezekiel 38:2,3; 39:1), which
the Assyrian cuneiform inscriptions call Mushki,66 was the most threatening
to the Neo-Assyrian Empire since its inception. The Mushki seem to have
settled in the territory north of Milid (modern Malatiyeh) on both sides of
the upper waters of the Euphrates.
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The first appearance of the Mushki at the northwest frontier of Assyria
occurs in the 12th century BCE. Quite importantly for our thesis, they appear
to have migrated into Asia from eastern Europe.67 (See the possible migration route in Map 1, p. 135). Diakonov suggests it is conceivable that the
name, “Mus,” both a modern city and district in eastern Turkey, might be
connected with the ethnonym of the Mushki, evidence of their existence in
the same area in ancient times.68
In the year of his accession, the Assyrian monarch, Tiglath-Pileser I,
(1114-1076 BCE),69 initiated campaigns against Mushki. The reason, one
document states, was that the Assyrians felt the impact of the “northerners,”
the Indo-Europeans, who had been turned back from Egypt by Ramses III,
but who, with the Aramean tribes pushing from the opposite direction, had
then shattered the Hittite Empire.70 In a subsequent entry, Tiglath-Pileser I
described a conflict with 20,000 Mushkians, from the land of Mushki, with
their five kings, resulting in 6,000 captives who submitted to him.71 The two
kings succeeding Tiglath-Pileser I followed their predecessor in recording
further campaigns against the Mushkians.72
Sargon II (721-705 BCE)73—one of the greatest and most powerful Assyrian monarchs—engraved the “authorized version” of the annals of his
reign,74 on the wall slabs of three of the salons of his palace (II, V, XIII) at
Dur-Sharrukin (Korsabad). In his fifth year, he launched a campaign against
the rebellious alliance of Carchemish and Mushki.75 In his seventh year, he
launched another campaign against Mushki and its king, Mita.76 Again, in
the fourteenth year of his reign, as he attributed his grand conquests to his
gods, Assur and Marduk, Sargon boasted that Mita of Mushki, who had
never submitted to the preceding kings, had submitted to him, sending an
ambassador with gifts and tribute in response to the terrifying news of Sargon’s other conquests.77
3. Tubal — Tabal (Tiberani), mentioned in Ezekiel 38 and 39 and
Isaiah 66:19 as “Tubal,” was linked historically with Mushki, and experienced similar difficulties in its relationship with the Assyrian Empire. In his
annals, King Shalmaneser III (858-824 BCE), particularly in his 22nd, 23rd,
and 31st years, mentioned his advance against the 24 kings of the land of
Tabal78 which was located toward mount “Tunni” (Taurus Mountain
Range).79 In his throne inscriptions, he listed the land of Tabali (var. Tabalu)80 as one of the lands he had conquered.81 Tiglath-Pileser III (745-727
BCE), flaunted the number of his captives and his ability to subdue the many
kings against whom he campaigned, including one Uassurame of Tabal82—
whose indifference toward the grand Assyrian achievements led eventually
to his subjection and to the extortion of tribute from him.83 Shortly after, in
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the ninth year of his reign, Sargon II records a heavy military campaign in
which he utterly defeated and spoiled84 the country of Tabal.85 Later, it
seems, Tabal became a vassal state of Assyria. Sargon, in recounting his
achievements throughout the first fifteen years of his reign, mentioned that
he had enthroned the king of Tabal, had given that vassal king his daughter,
and had expanded his territories. Yet, despite this gesture, the “faithless”86
king of Tabal conspired with Mita of Mushki to seize Sargon’s borders.
Still later, the continuing resistance drew Sennacherib (705-681 BCE)
into a military campaign against Tabalu87—whose resistance ultimately
proved futile. Assurbanipal (668-627 BCE) recorded the humiliation of the
king of Tabal, who surrendered to Assyria, gave his daughter to Assurbanipal as a concubine, kissed his conqueror’s feet, and paid him a large tribute.88 What is important for this study is that Tubal was located near the
Tauros Mountains in southeast Anatolia, bordering on Mushki and Gurgum
(one candidate for Gog), as well as in a fairly limited area at the northeast
corner of the Mediterranean. The literature of several successive Ancient
Near-Eastern empires contain numerous references to Rosh-like names in
the area.
This traditional location of Tubal, with Meshech, in E Anatolia may be
contrasted with attested sites for a strikingly similar name associated with
(A)Raši, appearing both to its northwest and southeast.89 The geographically
prominent “Zagros Gates,” a pass into the mountains of the same name
northeast of Nineveh, is alternatively named “Tubliš” by the Assyrians. The
extent of Tubliaš/Tupiliaš may have been quite large, since more than 100
kilometers to the southeast, toward the mouth of the Tigris, is the Tublia
River90, which may have been named after this people-group. In any case,
Tubliaš is said to be “within” the area of (A)Raši, a nation of considerable
extent (see Map 2, p. 136).91 Thus we have two well-attested sites for
Tubal: on the one hand, associated with the peoples of Rosh and Meshech in
the northern and western areas of the ANE, and on the other, with Rosh in
the eastern side.
4. Gomer — The hostility between Assyria and what may well be Ezekiel’s northern tribes was not limited to Meshech and Tubal. The inscriptions of the Assyrian king Esarhaddon (680-669 BCE) record the first military interaction between the Assyrians and the ancient dwellers in what is
now the Russian land, the Cimmerians (biblical Gomer). Esarhaddon
launched a military campaign against the Cimmerians, whom he described
as barbarians “whose home was far off,” in the land of Hubushna.92 Esarhaddon conquered them and cut down all their troops with the sword.93 The
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empire that succeeded the Assyrians also interacted with some of these nations.

VII. Babylonian Sources
A. Historical Background
The Babylonian Empire (626-539 BCE) avenged the Assyrian destruction of their capital city, Babylon, in 689 and 648 BCE. Nevertheless, the
new empire went on to replicate the practices of their former overlords, particularly in their manner of recording their exploits.94 The extant records of
the Babylonians regarding Ezekiel’s nations, while fewer than those of the
Assyrians, offer solid confirmation for at least one of our key nations.

B. Candidate for Identification with Ezekiel’s Nation, Rosh
Four texts refer to a Province of Ru-sa-pu (with the prefixes of URUand KUR-, both indicating “people of...”), located around the durable city of
Nasibini95 (it became a Roman provincial capital, and is now a major town
in modern Syria, on its border with Turkey). As in Assyrian literature, the
name Rasappa appears in the variant form of Rusapu. But instead of three
(or four, if one counts Rasap to the east of the Tigris) different city locations,
in Babylonian literature the names appear as a province, covering an extensive area (see Map 2, p. 136). The possibility of a link between Rusapu and
Ezekiel’s Rosh has both its name and its location to commend it. Bordering
this province is the area of the Egyptian Raš, the Urartian and Hittite
Urušum/ Urušša, the Greek Rōs/Rosos)and Gurgum, Tabal,
and the Muški—the latter occupying an area somewhat farther to the west.
Four Babylonian sources also mention an URU- or KUR- [people of...] -Raši
in the Zagros Mountains east of Dēr and farther east of Babylon. This places
Raši in the same general area as the Neo-Assyrian documents surveyed
above96—that is, in what is now western Iraq. Another major contribution to
our project is material from the Greeks.

VIII. Greek Sources
A. Historical Background
Greek literature is a major window on the ancient world. The corpus of
this literature extends to some 76 million words, covering a millennium-anda-half of Greek history—including its extensive geographic and ethnologic
treatises. (Essentially all of the extant material is available to the scholar on
one CD-ROM disk).97
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B. Candidates for Identification with Ezekiel’s Nations
1. Rosh — References to a place and a people called  (the same
Greek form as the Septuagint form of Ezekiel’s Rosh) abound in Greek literature. In later material, from the 9th century CE onward, the word most
commonly refers to the Kievan Rus’—the group that eventually gave its
name to modern Russia.98 In earlier literature, however, the term usually
designated the name of a town (polis), and a people (ethnē) in the northeast
corner of the Mediterranean (see Map 1, p. 135). This name—mentioned by
Aristotle (4th century BCE) and later writers99—can assume the forms of
or (Rōssos, Rōsos, or Rōs)
Associated with this town or area, is an  (ethnē Rōs) located
near the Tauros mountain range,101 which lies an arc pointing west and
northeast, the bottom of which swings by the northeast corner of the Mediterranean (see Map 2, p. 136). If true, this would place the  at the
southeastern borders of the traditional areas of Meshech and Tubal, and only
a short time after Ezekiel described these associated peoples (in the early- to
mid-6th century BCE). The Book of Judith mentions the “children of Rassis,” who seem to be located near Cilicia, in the same area, and connected
with Mount Rōssos (modern Arsus), mentioned above.102
2. Meshech and Tubal — Herodotus (7.78), and Josephus in his Antiquities of the Jews, 1.124, locate the Moschoi (Meshech) in eastern Asia Minor (see Map 2). Around the 12th century BCE, the people of Meshech
moved into the area at the east end of the Black Sea from Eastern Europe
and were identified as Moschi and Tibarani during the Persian period and to
the time of Josephus.103
3. Gomer — Homer (circa 800 BCE) describes the Cimmerians (Ezekiel’s Gomer), who live on the River Oceanus, near the entrance to Hades,
“enshrouded in mist and darkness which the rays of the sun never pierce . . .
but the poor wretches live in one long melancholy night” (Odyssey XI, 12).
This description might reflect an extreme northern location during winter.

Conclusions
Ancient Near-East texts—whether biblical, Egyptian, Ugaritic, Hittite,
Urartian, Assyrian, Babylonian or ancient Greek—all offer evidence of the
presence of a people called Rus’ or Rosh, as well as solid confirmations of
the historicity of the other northern nations of Ezekiel.
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While we recognize that this chapter has not thoroughly established
conclusions, but merely offered candidates for further research, we must also
recognize that the traditional arguments for avoiding the nominal translation
of Rosh (grammar and lack of candidates) have been answered. At the same
time, we must not rest under any illusion that the problem of Rosh and the
other northern nations in Ezekiel is now settled definitively.
Part of the difficulty in locating Ezekiel’s Rosh and the other nations is
that their identification is not based simply on how one perceives nations
contemporary with Ezekiel, but on how one understands their ultimate destiny far in the future—that is, their identification as players in Ezekiel’s
prophecy. It is to that task that we now turn.
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Chapter 3
Ezekiel’s Northern Nations and Russia
In any attempt to establish an historical link between the Rosh of Ezekiel 38:2,3 and 39:1 and the contemporary nation of Russia, it is necessary
to trace the early history of the people group that used to be called Rus’,
whose name became that of Russia.
The previous chapter examined the Ancient Near-Eastern data to offer
candidates for Rosh and for the other northern nations of Ezekiel’s prophecy
that were contemporaneous with the Prophet. In this chapter we attempt to
trace the histories of these nations—from about Ezekiel’s time until their
final dispositions as indicated in prophecy; that is, their role in “the latter
days.”
This will be done by examining the ethnic composition of the early Rus’
in an effort to show connections with Ezekiel’s northern nations, and particularly with Rosh. This project will also examine various writers’ attributions of Ezekiel’s prophecy to the complex ethnic stew that was early Russia. This is done on the observation that the name a nation is called by others
ultimately may be adopted by the nation itself. Certainly this seems to be the
case with the Rus’ being identified by the 9th and 10th century Byzantines in
their Greek Bible, the Septuagint, as both Jeremiah and Ezekiel’s  (Rōs).
In each case, it seems that some southern branches of Ezekiel’s northern
nations seem to have migrated northward from eastern Anatolia (Turkey)
where they are usually located in Bible dictionaries and atlases. For these
works, this southern location may be only partially accurate within the biblical time frame, but they fail to indicate either that the main body of these
nations dwelt north of the Black Sea at the time the prophecy was written,
or, as importantly, scholarship has failed to show the locations of these nations over history leading to the time of the fulfillment for Ezekiel’s Gog
prophecy.

I. The Ethnology of Russia’s Origins
Before navigating the complicated details of early Russian history, let us
survey the ethnographic developments in the Russian land, and their possible relationship with the northern nations of the Gog passage of Ezekiel 38
and 39.
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Since early history, the principal territory of the Rus’ homeland (see
Map 3, p. 137) was the steppes of Ukraine and Russia—the wide strip of
plains along the north coast of the Black Sea. The history of this area is the
history of successive waves of invaders sweeping through the smooth terrain
of the vulnerable steppes, which offer no natural defenses. Each wave of
invaders both displaced and assimilated previous occupants, like ocean
waves rolling into a pool on the beach.
These invaders usually came from the east—the Cimmerians (Ezekiel’s
Gomer) at the turn of the 1st millennium BCE; the Skythians (the biblical
Ashkenaz, and perhaps the other “son” of Gomer, Togarmah, listed in Genesis 10) around 750 BCE; the Sarmatians about 500 years later, around 250
BCE. They were then followed by the Slavs and by the Norse Vikings—
often referred to in Russian historiography as the Swedes, Varangians,
Scandinavians, or Norsemen (Northmen).
This latter people moved southward into Kiev and the surrounding areas
in what is now the Ukraine, invading from the northernmost habitable areas
of Europe. The area around the Gulf of Finland and Lakes Ladoga and
Onega, near modern St. Petersburg, Russia, served as the staging area for
these Viking traders/plunderers—an area exactly on a line from Israel to the
North Pole.
The map below1 shows the early flow of peoples that seem to have included not only Ezekiel’s Gomer (the Cimmerians) but also Gomer’s “descendants,” Ashkenaz (the Skythians), and Togarmah (Turkic tribes?). The
others—Magog, Meshech, Tubal, and Madai (the Medes)—are directly “descended” from Japheth, based on the relationships in the Table of Nations
(Genesis 10). It is in the territory of Madai (Medes, Assyr, Madai) that we
find a number of Assyrian references to (A)Raši and Tubliaš. It is therefore
tempting to think that Rosh may have migrated with Ezekiel’s other northern
nations.
The Table of Nations places the family of Japheth in the north. The
question is, north of what? Certainly, Ezekiel sees them coming from the
point farthest north of his location, as he prophesied, which was either in
Judea, or on the River Chebar in Babylonia.
In either case, the “Andronovo” (“new peoples”) culture certainly was in
a northerly direction. The map in Chapter 2 has shown the relationship of
Israel to this region, and to the nations mentioned in his prophecy and contemporaneous with Ezekiel. The map below locates the so-called “Andronovo” in this region, which peoples include several biblical nations, such as
Gomer, Ashkenaz (Skythians), and probably some other “descendants” of
Japheth (Genesis 10) as well, e.g., Togarmah, Magog, Meshech, Tubal, and
Madai.2
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Fig. 2: Ethnic Positions and Movements circa 1200 to 200 BCE

A. The Cimmerians (circa 1150-750 BCE)
The Cimmerians,3 a nomadic, “Iranian”4 group from the east, invaded
and occupied a wide area—from the Caspian Sea west, to the area above the
Black Sea—from around 1150 BCE to about 750 BCE. These Cimmerians
are identified with the biblical Gomer (Genesis 10 and Ezekiel 38-39). Under pressure from the Skythians to the east, the main branch of the Cimmerians either assimilated with the invaders or migrated slowly to the west above
the Black Sea.
A secondary, southern branch of the Cimmerians moved south through
the Caucasus Mountains into Asia Minor. They attacked the Urartians during
the rule of Rusas I (734-714 BCE). Then in 707 BCE they confronted and
greatly weakened Urartu again as they moved further west in Asia Minor.
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The Cimmerian invasion alarmed the Assyrians, who attacked them during a campaign against Tabal (Ezekiel’s Tubal) sometime between 722 BCE
and 705 BCE. A generation later, in 679 BCE, the Assyrians defeated the
Cimmerians near Tabal, forcing the Cimmerians to penetrate westward in
Anatolia—eventually migrating all the way to Ephesus on the Aegean coast.
The Cimmerian southern invasion and presence at the east end of the Black
Sea may be preserved in the name of a major Armenian city, Gyumri, just
over fifty kilometers northwest of the capital, Yerevan, as well as in the Armenian name for Cappadocia (north-central Turkey), “Gamirk.”5
What is important here is that Bible commentaries and atlases give a
unified opinion that Gomer (the Cimmerians) was ultimately located and
assimilated in what is today known as Turkey. However, this is not the
whole story. The northern branch of the Cimmerians, and certainly the main
one, seems to have migrated as far west as Romania, ahead of the Skythian
advances, while some were apparently pushed south into the Crimean peninsula in the north-central area of the Black Sea. Ptolemy (2nd century CE)
shows the names of three cities in the area as having the “Cimmer-” root,
while the isthmus on the east side of the peninsula is to this day called “the
Cimmerian Strait” (Fig. 2 and Map 1, p.135).6 Basically, however, the Cimmerian ethnic stock assimilated in the area now known as the Ukraine and
southern Russia. There seems to be no evidence that the Cimmerians (Ezekiel’s Gomer) could be identified with Germany apart from the similarity of
the name. Much the same is true for a related Iranian tribe, the Skythians.

B. The Skythians (750 – 250 BCE)
Around 750 BCE, the Skythians, who were known as fierce warriors,7
pushed westward into what is now Ukraine8—displacing and assimilating
the Cimmerians. The Skythians are usually identified as the biblical Ashkenaz (Assyr. Ashguzai), who, along with Togarmah, were “sons” of Gomer.9
Rabbinical sources identify Ashkenaz with various areas, including Armenia
and parts of Europe.10
The Skythians had an amazing geographic range during their history,
covering as many as eleven time zones, and leaving artifacts as far east as
Korea, as far west as Romania, and possibly as far north as the Siberian
permafrost. According to Herodotus,11 they also penetrated southward, deep
into the Ancient Near East, and for twenty-eight years terrorized its inhabitants as far south as Egypt (Jeremiah 4:29; 5:15-17; 6:22-26; 50:41-42 and
all of Zephaniah).12 That Ezekiel’s nations may contribute to the Russian
identity, however, is supported by the fact that the Skythians represented a
major component of the ethnic make-up of early Russia.13 Certainly, as we
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shall see below, the “Skythians” were often associated with Ezekiel’s Rosh,
again raising the question of attribution of names.

C. The Sarmatians (circa 250 BCE – 250 CE)
Around 250 BCE, another nomadic group of Iranian stock, closely related to the Skythians but known as the Sarmatians, appeared in the Ukraine
Steppe, conquered the Skythians, and established their domain from 250
BCE to 250 CE. The Sarmatians, however, were not a homogeneous people
but were, rather, composed of several tribes, each of which led an independent existence.
One of these tribes, the Roxolani, may represent an early reference to
the Rus’, who ultimately lent their name to Russia. The name, Roxolani, in
Greek, may be based on the combination of two tribal names, “Rukhs-As”14
or “Rukhs-Alans” (“Light-Alans”).15 If so, it may be that the first appearance of the name Rus’/Rōs north of the Caucasus or the Black Sea was when
a group of Roxolani assumed residence in the Volga basin—a fact which
may explain why the Volga was earlier called Rōs.16
Another clan of the Sarmatians was the Rosomones, perhaps derived
from “Rōs” plus “mojne” (men),17 who appeared as early as the 4th century
CE, which suggests the early presence of the Rōs/Rus’ tribe in the transCaucasian area well before the arrival of the Varangians (the Norsemen) into
the land of the Rus’.18

D. Slavs versus the “North-men” as the Origin of the Rus’
The open land of Russia, with its vast plains, was invaded not only from
the eastern side, but also from both the southwestern and northern sides by
the Slavs and the Varangians, respectively. The Slavs are members of the
multi-ethnic/linguistic mix of Europe who once resided chiefly in eastern
and southeastern Europe, but gradually migrated eastward through what is
now the Ukraine and Russia. Prehistorically, the original habitat of the Slavs
was Asia, from which they migrated much earlier to populate parts of Eastern Europe. It might be assumed that in their westward movement they
joined their more aggressive neighbors—the Alans, a Sarmatian clan.19
On the other hand, the Varangians, also described as the Scandinavians
or Norse-men (“North-men”), invaded the Russian land from the northwest,
through the Baltic Sea, and established their early center in Novgorod,
around Lake Ladoga near modern St. Petersburg. Eventually they moved
south, toward Kiev, using the Dnieper River to reach the heart of (what became) the land of the Rus’ (see Map 3, p. 137).
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This movement initiated one of the most controversial historical problems: the identification of the Rus’. Who were the Rus’? What were the
beginnings of the state structure of the Kievan Rus’ empire? These are
among the most disputed and documented questions in the history of Eastern
Europe. In a more specific way, we can modify our questions as follows:
Did the East Slavs (a people more or less indigenous to the area) create their
own state? Or did outsiders do that for them? Were the Rus’ Scandinavian
outsiders? Indigenous East Slavs? A complex mix of many groups, including some or all of Ezekiel’s northern nations? Or any combination of these?
The controversy surrounding these questions derives from the different
interpretations given to certain passages in the opening pages of one of the
oldest and best-known written sources for the early history of the East Slavs,
the Rus’ Primary Chronicle.20 This Chronicle recounts the story of the inhabitants of the area around Kiev who, exhausted from inter-tribal warfare,
(somewhat improbably) “invited” three Scandinavian/Varangian/Norman21
princes to rule over them to bring order. This account became the basis of
the “Normanist theory,” which asserts that the Rus’ were one of the Varangian peoples, i.e., Scandinavians, who at that time inhabited the Baltic
coast.22
This account seemed to deny modern Slavs their claim to have originated the name “Rus’,” which also denigrates their sense of identity. For
two-and-a-half centuries, the Normanist theory triggered intense divisions
among academics of Russian history—a debate that only recently appears to
be redefining itself toward greater appreciation for a more southerly (Slavic)
source for the origin of the Rus’.
1. The Normanist Argument — On 6 September 1749, Gerhard Friedrich Müller—the official Russian Imperial historiographer and a member of
the Imperial Academy of Sciences in St. Petersburg—theorized that Norsemen founded the ancient state of Kievan Rus’.23 Those who followed this
position called themselves “Normanists,” believing that the term Rus’ was
of Norse origin. They considered the Norsemen—or, more exactly, the
Swedes, i.e., people of Germanic origins—to have been the chief organizers
of Rus’ political life, first on the banks of Lake Il’men’ and later on the
shores of the Dnieper River. The argument of the Normanists runs as follows:
a. The Rus’ received their name from Ruotsi (“rowers,” or “oarsmen”), a
name derived from the Swedish maritime district in Upland, whose inhabitants were rowers.24
b. The Primary Chronicle includes the Rus’ among the Varangian peoples
from beyond the sea: the Swedes, Norwegians, and Goths.
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c. Most of the names of Rus’ envoys listed in the treaties with Byzantium
(911 and 944 CE) are of Scandinavian origin.
d. The Annales Bertiniani (circa 839 CE) records that the Rhos envoys—
who came from the Byzantine Emperor Theophilos to the Emperor Louis I in
Ingelheim and whose leader had the title Chacanus—were called “Swedes.”
e. The Byzantine Emperor Constantine Porphyrogenitus gave both the
Slavic  and Rus’ian  names for Dnieper cataracts.
Most of the Russian names appear to be derived from Old Norse.
f. Islamic geographers and travelers of the 9th and 10th centuries CE made a
clear distinction between the Rus’ and the as-Saqaliba (Slavs).25

The appeal to the Byzantine and Arabic authors by the adherents of the
Normanist position reflects an emphasis-shift from historical evidence to
linguistic and ethnological indications.26 Such appeal to other approaches
came from the realization that—in purely historical terms—the problem of a
Varangian-Rus’ connection is insoluble.27
2. The Anti-Normanist Argument — After the 19th century CE, the
anti-Normanist argument began to take on more serious substance through
the work of Soviet historians Dmitrii Ilovaiskii and Stepan Gedeonov, who
were joined by a host of other scholars.28
The strategy of the anti-Normanists has been either to criticize some
particular aspects of the Normanist theory or—often with the use of archaeological, and, more recently, documentary evidence—to construct a new
scheme to explain the early development of the Slavic State: a construct in
which the Varangians’ invasion could be treated as a mere episode.29 The
basic argument of the anti-Normanist theory may be summarized as follows:
The name “Rus’” was not originally connected with Great Novgorod or with
Ladoga in the north, but with Kiev in the south—an area in which the Rus’ had
dwelt since time immemorial. One may support this thesis with two arguments:
i. There are names of several rivers in that area suggesting a very early
presence of a people, such as the Rōs’.30 The “church history” of PseudoZacharias Rhetor, a Syrian source compiled in 555 CE (long before the appearance of the Norsemen), mentions the Hros or Rus’, in connection with some
North Caucasian peoples found south of Kiev in the same area as the Rōs’
River.
ii. No tribe or nation called Rus’ was known in Scandinavia, though there
is the oft-cited village of Roslagen in Sweden. But it is never mentioned in any
of the Old Norse sources, including the sagas. 31
The Scandinavian names of the Rus’ envoys who visited Ingelheim in 839
CE and signed the treaties with the Byzantine Empire in the 10 th century CE do
not prove that the Rus’ were Swedes (Norsemen). The Norsemen were only
representatives of the Slavic Rus’ princes. In any case, the Latin passive voice
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indicates not that these “Swedes” were Rus’, but that they “were called” Rus’
[that is, by others], perhaps only because they were the official envoys of the
Rus’.
One of the oldest Islamic historiographers, Ibn Khurdadbeh, who wrote circa
840-880 CE, clearly calls the Rus’ a tribe of the Slavs.
d. Archaeological material from the towns and trade routes of Eastern Europe
indicates that few Scandinavians were present in that area. 32 Furthermore, some
of the 20th century’s discoveries show the existence of East Slavic state structures before the Varangians appeared in Eastern Europe.33
e. It was the expansion of the Rōs’ tribe northward from Kiev (from their
base in the middle of the Dnieper valley), and their increasing control over other
East Slavic tribes34 (and not the arrival of the Varangians), that in the late 9 th
century and early 10 th century CE led to the formation of Kievan Rus’.35

Furthermore, Soviet historians confirmed a southern origin of the name,
Rus’, by the discovery of a 4th century CE term, “Ruskaya Zemlya,” which
means “Russian Land,” recorded in a chronicle dated circa 12th-13th century
CE.36 In addition, textual analysis of the Russian Primary Chronicle, has
shown that the text, which identified “Rus’” with the Varangians, was
clearly an insertion, absent from Novgorod First Chronicle, which was earlier than the edited Primary Chronicle. In fact, Rybakov has noted that the
insertion in this early manuscript appears to be in a different handwriting.37
The argument seems to be the more convincing since two additional excerpts
in the Russian Primary Chronicle that linked the name Rus’ to the Varangians have no parallels in the text of the Novgorod First Chronicle.38
Critical examination of these arguments, however, reveals weaknesses on
both sides—which may explain why the debate remains unresolved. The
growing feeling among scholars is that there are elements of both theories
that are true. While the anti-Normanists may be correct in doubting the existence of a purely Scandinavian tribe called Rus’,39 and also correct in that
there is increasing recognition that the name could have emerged indigenously, it is also clear that the Normans did play a significant role in the
formation of the Rus’ state.
By the end of our second millennium, scholarship is challenged by the
conclusions of Håkon Stang and Jacques Bačić—the latter of whom, in his
recent work, justifies his rejection of the original Normanist theory with the
following points:
a. The Normanists are unable to identify positively a region in Eurasia outside
of Russia where the Rus’ supposedly originated.
b. The Normanist theory must be rejected on the basis of chronology. No rmanists maintain that the name Russi was brought by “Russian” immigrants to
northern Russia in 862 CE and gradually expanded to the Pontic basin. How-
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ever, there is evidence that a Russian kaganate [realm] had existed in the area
that is present-day Ukraine prior to 839 CE. We reject both dates as the birth
dates of Russia [against Stang] because the ancestral namesakes of the ruscsi
were settled along the shores of the Black Sea in the 4th century CE, and in the
Derbent area (on the Caspian coast east of Tbilisi) in the mid 7 th century. It is
worth noting that the Aras River flows into the Caspian Sea, emerging only a
few kilometers south of Derbent. It could well be that the name of this river, attested to in very early Ancient Near-East sources, reflected the name of the people in that area, or vice versa.
c. Regarding the ethnicity of the first Russians, the Normanist theory i nsists
that they belong to the Germanic branch. This Normanist tenet rests not upon
any historical data, but upon an erroneous portrait of the Slavs as fairly peaceful, and unwilling and unable to make war; 40 i.e., unable to create and expand a
significant empire against opposition.
d. The Byzantines repeatedly refer to the Rus’ as “Tauro-Skythians,” who arrived in the Crimean Peninsula in the middle of the 2 nd century BCE, while
Roman literature locates them at the western end of the Black Sea in the first
two centuries of the Christian era. 41
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This latter point deserves clarification. The problem of the Normanist/anti-Normanist debate is compounded by the political tensions and inclinations of each group. Hrushevs’kyi42 suggests that—since the pioneers of the
Normanist theory were German scholars who were better versed in the Germanic than the Slavic world—they sought evidence in parallels or sources of
Old Rus’ law and institutions, in names and terms of tradition, in the German languages, and in the Germanic way of life.
Compounding this Germanic bias were the Germans’ condescending attitude toward the Slavs and the Slavs’ own lack of confidence in their attainments in the political and cultural spheres. This situation understandably led
Russian academics to regard the Normanist theory as a plot against them and
against the Slavs in general. Hence, the Normanist/anti-Normanist debate
continues to evolve—perhaps toward a common center.43 However, as we
shall see, the conviction that the Rus’ were an indigenous people located
around the Dnieper and the Volga Rivers, as well as on the shores of the
Black Sea, seems increasingly credible. Despite this, “the debate goes on.”44
It is important at this point to note that the name, Rus’, was essentially
expropriated from Kiev and the Ukraine by the later center of power in Moscow, who applied the relatively prestigious name of the Kievan Rus’ empire
to an area much farther to the north. Hence, today, Ukraine—which more
plausibly deserves it—lost the name “Russia” to its powerful neighbor to the
north.

II. Toponymic Indications for Rōs/Rus’
A frequent observation of the anti-Normanists is that Rōs’ was not only
the name of a people group or a tribe that intermingled with others, but was
also the name of a series of toponyms which may well have reflected the
names of their early inhabitants. The persistence of place names over the
centuries is an axiom in archaeology for the historical location of pre-literate
societies.
The toponymic argument, in this case, is based on the fact that several
rivers—all located in the Ukrainian or Russian steppes—either were named
Rōs’ or contained this root. For example, there is a recent consensus among
the researchers in this field that during the first few centuries CE, what is
now the Volga River was called the Ra/Rōs/Rus’ River. Ptolemy’s 2nd century CE map labels the Volga as the  (Ra) River. The Geographical
Compendium by Pseudo-Agathemeros, from the 3rd or 4th century CE, in the
chapter “On the Greatest Rivers,” relates that the Jaxartes, the Oxus, the
Rōs, the Cyrus, and the Araxes [Aras] all mix their waters in the Caspian

The Prophecy That Is Shaping History

89

Sea.46 An anonymous fifth century Greek geographer also calls the Volga
River the  Al-Hāwarizmī, a central-Asian Arabic scholar who edited
Ptolemy’s Geographia in the mid-800s CE, identified a “River D. Rus’,”
which originated from the Rus’ Mountains.48 One Russian scholar, Novosel’cev, suggested that this appears to be the first Arab reference to Rus’
and, by implication, to the Russian people.49 Vernadsky noted that the tribe
of Roxolani, which he takes as a composite of the names, Rōs and Alans,
inhabited the Volga basin, suggesting the reason for the Volga being called
Ra(s) or Rōs.50 The Gothic form, Raus, may correspond to both Rus’ (the
Latin form), and Rōs (in the Septuagint), resulting in Raus = Rōs River.51
Even closer to the original Kievan Rus’, on the Dneiper River, is its
tributary, the “Rōs,” just a few kilometers to the south of Kiev. The fact that
this river is so named, is one of the principle arguments for an indigenous,
rather than a Scandinavian, source for the name, Rus’.52
In addition, the names of several other rivers, which are derived from
the root rus/rōs and which exist over very wide expanses, are cited in support of this argument. For example, the Rōs (Dneiper tributary); the Rusa, a
tributary of the Seim;53 the Rsha is in the region of Chernihov (a district in
northern Ukraine);54 the Ruska, in Volynia (the area south of the Rōs tributary of the Dnieper River);55 the Rosz, a tributary of the upper reaches of the
Dneiper; and the Rus’ or Rōs (not to be confused with the Rōs south of
Kiev), a tributary of the Nieman (which takes a northwestern course and
flows into the Baltic Sea).56
If the Aras River, tracing the southern Caucasus mountain range (see
Map 2, p. 136), appears as a reflex of the well-attested (A)Raši of the Assyrians (see above), then there may be still another link between the Ancient
Near-Eastern references to Ezekiel’s Rosh and the early Rus’. A suggestion
of this comes from Bochart, who claims that the Araxes/Aras River was
once called the Rōs  further indicating a people of this name in the
vicinity. Moreover, if one traces the shoreline of the Caspian southward a
few kilometers from the mouth of the Aras River, one encounters the prominent modern city of Rasht. Could the name of this city echo the extended
presence of the people of (A)Raši who occupied the Zagros Mountains just
below to the southwest—in the Assyrian period?
In any case, if the axiom is true that toponyms are valuable sources of
information about the history of pre-literate societies, then there are many
indicators of the existence of a people, Rōs/Rus’, throughout the areas of
Russia, the Ukraine and the Caucasus Mountains—and long before the invasion of the Norsemen.
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III. Traditional Attributions of Ezekiel’s Prophecy
to the Northern Nations
Since early Christian times, there has been an unmistakable eschatological impulse toward identifying the Trans-Caucasian inhabitants with the
people groups of the Gog passage of Ezekiel 38 and 39.58
For example, as early as the third century CE, the Goths—who were often called the “Skythians” by the Byzantines59—attacked and harried Greece
in 267 and 296 CE.60 A century later, in 378 CE, the Goths annihilated twothirds of the Roman army in the Battle of Adrianople. To many, this momentous event was not without its theological overtones. Such a defeat of
the most powerful empire on earth precipitated the connection between the
Goths—with their northern location—and the eschatological northern foe,
the similar-sounding Gog61 of Ezekiel 38 and 39.62
And if the Goths—a people comprising the complex ethnic mix we
know as modern Russia—were identified as Gog, the name Rosh followed
an even more striking path. The prophecy in Ezekiel 38-39 is the very tradition upon which the later generations of Byzantines and others drew in identifying Rus’ with Ezekiel’s Rosh.63 For example, Afrem, a Syriac church
father (306-373 CE), in his commentary on the Table of Nations in Genesis
10, referred to Ketim as the father of “Rōsāyē.”64
The progeny of the sons of Noah . . . Japhet begat the sons: Gomer, Magog,
Taugarma, Madai, Yavan, Eliša, Tobel, Mašek and Tiras. Yavan became the father of the Yawnāyē. The sons of Yavan: Eliša, Taršiš, Ketim, and Rodanim.
Ketim is the father of the Rōsāyē. Rodanim is the father of the Rōdāyē, that is,
those who live on the isle of Rhodes.65

What is interesting about Afrem’s commentary is that he clearly expects
his readers to know—without explanation as was done with the Rōdāyē—
who the Rōsāyē were and where they lived. Since Afrem was Syrian, he certainly was familiar with the near-by “Ketim” (Hebrew: Kittim), which refers
to Cyprus. One might suggest that the Rōsāyē may have been 
(hoi Rōssoi)66 who bordered Syria to the North along the Tauros Mountains
(see Map 2, p. 136).67
Others have suggested a more northern location for Afrem’s Rōsāyē.68
Zöllner wrote that the Septuagint influenced the identification of the Rōsāyē
with both the earliest Russians and with the Rosh of the prophet Ezekiel.69
Diakonov concluded that Afrem understood the Rōsāyē (it is in plural form)
to be “Russian” Eastern Slavs, showing that the name, in fact, was known to
the Syrians as early as the 4th century CE.70 Whether or not Rōsāyē applies,
as is most likely, to the northern Syrian location, it may be that both posi-
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tions are ultimately correct: There is evidence that the Rōs of eastern Anatolia (northern Syrian location) may well have migrated to the eastern, if not
northern shores of the Black Sea.
Less than a century later, in 434 CE, Proclus—the bishop of Constantinople from 434-457 CE—applied the name Rōs) in Ezekiel 38 to the
leader of the Huns, Rougas, on the occasion of his death in 433 CE, after he
militarily threatened the Byzantine capital.71
At about the same time, and in response to the same invasion, the author
of the Life of St. George of Amastris notes that the “Russes” (Rōs) were “terrible, not only by their deeds, but also by their very name [italics ours],”72
which the author identifies with the fulfillment of Ezekiel 38-39. In this connection, in 839 CE, in correspondence from the Byzantine emperor Theophilus to the Carolingian Lewis the Pious, the name  appears to be applied
to the Viking (more properly,Varangian) Rus’, though the letter survives
only in Latin.73 This letter may have issued from a crucial encounter that
same year between the Byzantines and the Rus’.
Apparently a delegation from the unknown north appeared at the Byzantine royal court on what proved to be a reconnaissance or spying mission.
The Byzantine bureaucrats may well have been anxious—an anxiety that
grew as they examined the visitors. Stang summarizes the encounter.
Being confronted with the appearance of some unknown far -northerners in
839 CE, the Byzantines first carefully interviewed them, noting their name or
names; of these there were probably several, and perhaps several variants of the
same names too—as these newcomers hailed from a multi-ethnic town in a nondefined region.
Yet one name caught the Greek fancy. It was recorded with the precision
accorded by the Greek alphabet and language . . . . through the pen of a Greek
scribe, as ώIt was with trepidation that the name was recorded, being a
close call, too close for comfort, to the biblical . . . name of 
The greatest state on earth was set on its path. According to the present th esis, then, its name belies the petty theories of ‘local’ relevance that have hitherto
been launched—of both the Normanist and the Anti-Normanist variety.
Launched by the Byzantines, the ‘Second Rome’ in European and Mediterranean history, this ‘Third Rome’ known to all as ‘Ru ssia’ received its name some
day or days in 839 CE. 74

After the initial peaceful visit of the Rus’ to Constantinople in 839 CE,
the Byzantines had been fearful of an invasion by the “Prince of Rōs” because they fully believed that the Rus’ might soon fulfill Ezekiel’s prophecy.75
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Within 21 years their fears were realized. The prophecy came true:
Constantinople was attacked from the far North by those whom the Patriarch
Photius identified as Rōs  Photius did not, however, seem to directly
quote from Ezekiel, but used instead the language of Jeremiah and Lamentations to describe the invader’s ferocity and savagery.76
Photius, a Greek Byzantine who used the Septuagint, of course, may
have had in mind Jeremiah 25:23-26 (32:22-25 in the LXX), which, as we
have seen in Chapter 2, attests a  in a list of nations just after Dedan (one
of the nations in Ezekiel 38) and Teman, but just before Elam, which is the
most common association of (A)Raši in Assyrian records. So it is likely then
that Photius had both Ezekiel’s and Jeremiah’s references to  in mind, in
view of the earlier encounter and identification of them in 839 CE.
In Byzantine literature, however, only Leo the Deacon (circa 950-994
CE), directly and explicitly applies another attack in 971 CE of the Kievan
Rus’ on Constantinople to the prophecy of the  of Ezekiel 38-39, describing them as  (Tauroskythos).77 The identification of the
 as a people among the “Skythians,” however, was widespread among
the intellectuals78 of the time, though the term, “Skythian” may have simply
meant “barbarian” of no particular kind, usually from the north or east. On
the other hand, the Byzantines consistently identified the specific name,
 with savage northern invaders who over the centuries threatened the
great world center of Constantinople.
Sometime later, Laonicus Chalcocondyles79 suggests that the  were
named Sarmatians, a tribe from central Asia appearing very early about the
4th to the 2nd centuries BCE, who pursued the Skythians around the northern Black Sea. Again, it is difficult to determine if this writer had any clear
notion of just who the “Sarmatians” were, or if the term was simply a kind
of synonym for “Skythians.”
Beyond these examples, there are a number of references to Ezekiel’s
 in the commentaries of the early church fathers. Inevitably, they suggest
that  merely represents the Hebrew word for “head” or “chief,” identifying it occasionally with the “head” of the empire: Rome. Exceptions to this
identification, of course, were Leo the Deacon, as above, and most of his
Byzantine contemporaries.
Excursus: The Rōs as “Tauro-Skythians”?
Several medieval sources refer to the Kievan Rus’  as “TauroSkythians.” Though this tradition seems to be ignored in contemporary historiography, one can only wonder, on further evidence, if the implications of this
tradition could be reconsidered. Could this term: 1) link the well-attested Rōs
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of the northeastern Mediterranean ultimately with the Kievan Rus, and, 2) offer
an indication of the very early ethnic origin of the Kievan Rus with the
Skythians who appeared above the Black Sea a full millennium before the V arangian/Norsemen?
In Greek literature, according to Aristotle (4th century BCE), the name,
Rōs, or “ethnē Rōs,” was at that time associated with the Tauros Mountains.80
But the Tauros Mountains to which Aristotle refers are in southeast Anatolia,
above the northeastern notch of the Mediterranean Sea (see Map 2, p. 136).
Two or more centuries later, the “Tauro-Skythians” appear in two places:
In and around the Crimean (Tauridian) Peninsula (2 nd century BCE),81 and also
on the western coast of the Black Sea (first two centuries CE), 82 described in
Byzantine and Roman literature, respectively. These Skythians eventually disappeared by assimilation.
At this point, one may ask, did Aristotle’s ethnē Rōs (“people of Rōs”),
who lived along the Tauros Mountains, eventually migrate north through the
Caucasus, leave their name between the Black and the Caspian Seas (see Map 3,
p. 137), then move westward across the northern shores of the Black Sea, and
finally settle on its western coast, carrying their name (Tauro-Skythians) with
them? Aristotle’s reference to the ethnē Rōs, appeared, of course, only two centuries after Ezekiel’s prophecy, and it has the added attractiveness of having
been clearly located in the same area as Meshech and Tubal (Map 2, p. 136).
This scenario may also provide evidence for a very early appearance of the
Rus/Rōs. According to Nicetas Choniates, “Galatia is one of the provinces
ruled by the Rōs, also called Skythians farther north.” 83 This could suggest the
connection of the Rōs of central and eastern Anatolia (that is, the well-attested
Rosh near the Anatolian Tauros Mts.) with the modern nation of Russia. But the
“Galatia” Choniates mentions may not be the familiar Galatia of St. Paul’s time.
Instead, he may be referring to a much earlier period when the Rōs ruled “Galatia” at a time when they dwelt on the western coast of the Black Sea —a fact that
raises an interesting issue. Though Choniates lived in the 12 th to the 13th centuries CE, he may be citing a much earlier historical source: one that indicated
that when the Rus’ ruled the Galatians, they did so before or during the third
century before the Christian era, since the Galatians seem to have left the western Black Sea area for north-central Anatolia around 279 BCE!84 If this is the
case, we have very early attestation for the Rōs on the Black Sea—in the third
century BCE! Indeed, the modern province and its significant capital city, both
named Ruse, in northern Bulgaria, may reflect the earlier presence of the TauroSkythian Rus on the west coast of the Black Sea.
On the other hand, if Choniates is referring to a Galatia that existed much
later, during his time, then can one say that the Rōs dwelt in Anatolia very
early? Could Choniates be referring to the Rōs who are well attested in the area
around the Tauros Mountain Range? If so, we have preserved in Choniates
work a very early source placing the Rōs both in central, and possibly eastern
Anatolia, and, as the “Skythian” Rōs, closer to Kiev.
……………………………………………………………….
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One further piece of evidence suggests a very early existence of the Rōs.
This is a brief entry in a second century CE lexicon by Herodianus who introduces an alternate spelling,  equating it by a colon with the name,
  The lexicographer offers no other qualification or description, apparently assuming the reader would know at least one name
(both capitalized as Greek does with proper names). Since the later Byzantine term for the Varangian or Viking Rus’ also was spelled either as or
 and since the name for the city of or in Syria does not
have this variant form,  is it possible that Herodianus provided the earliest reference to the Rus’, a people living north of the Black Sea, situated
there long before the appearance of the Norsemen?
Besides Afrem in the 4th century CE (above), another Syriac theologian—Jacob of Serug—played a role in the identification of the northern
nations of the Gog passage of Ezekiel. Jacob described nations in the north,
penned up behind “Alexander’s Gate” in the Caucasus Mountains, who were
to be released at the end of time.86
And the Lord shall visit evil upon the world. And the nations that are within
this gate shall be roused up. And also the hosts of Agog and the peoples of Magog shall be gathered together. These peoples [are] the fiercest of all creatures.

The legend of Alexander’s Gate, as described below, may reflect the notion of Satan being released from the pit at the end of the thousand years of
Jesus’ earthly reign, which release would precipitate the invasion of Gog and
Magog (Revelation 20:7-9). However, perhaps the most relevant link in the
identification of Ezekiel’s northern nations with the Caucasians in general
and Rosh in particular came in the 9th century CE from the Byzantines. In
860 CE, the Rus’ waged an unexpected attack from the sea on Constantinople, thereby confirming the eschatological expectations of Christian Byzantium.
Earlier, and prior to the arrival of the Rus’  at Byzantium, the Byzantines were able to call on the Khazars of Serkel (a town beyond the Sea
of Azov) for help, but they could not now, since the Khazars were Turks—
descendants of Togarmah (at least the names appeared to correspond phonetically), whom the Byzantines believed to be one group of Gog’s hordes
who would overrun the civilized world at the End Time.87 Later Jewish tradition supports this identification, locating Magog in “the farthest north,”88
and identifying it with the Goths and ultimately with the Russians. When the
nation of the Khazars had converted to Judaism in the 8th century CE, Rabbi
Chisdai Ibn Shaprut wrote to its king addressing him as “naśi rosh, meshech
vetubal.” This salutation, drawn from our verse [Ezekiel 38:2], indicates that
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the Gaonim [medieval rabbis] had a tradition that these countries were indeed located in Russia.”89
Muslims, who were influenced by much the same eschatological fears
and expectations as the Christian Byzantines, were not far from the scene. In
this connection, the attention of the Muslims was focused on the northern
quarter (the Caucasus Mountains and beyond), and especially on a legendary
wall (“Alexander’s Gate”) that is to burst on Judgment Day, pouring out
hordes of half-demonic warriors who will ravish the world. The wall was
built by Dhu’l-qarnayin “the two-horned” king (identified by all with the
Macedonian king, Alexander the Great), to hold back Yadjudj wa Madjudj
(“Gog and Magog”) until their great End-Time invasion.90
For the most part, Muslims believed that Gog and Magog lived north of
the Caucasus, or at least beyond the mountains of Armenia, and that they
were close neighbors, if not allies, of the Russians.91 Many educated Muslims who lived in the centuries prior to the emergence of Russia as a Christian state believed that the whole northern region of Eurasia was the domain
of the Slavs—the Russians—and that beyond Slavia there was nothing.92
The Slavs, then, if not identified with Gog and Magog, were at least of the
same ilk.
The earliest dated mention of Slavs in the Arabic language is in the Diwan, a collection of poems of the poet al-Akhtal, written between 685-705
CE at Damascus. In one poem, al-Akhtal described the Slavs, many of
whom had settled in Anatolia, as “fair-haired”93 and indicated that he may
actually have seen them. Accordingly, Arabic writers94 occasionally used the
term “Rusiya,” which is the Arabic rendering of the Eastern Slavic Rus’, the
very designation of the people and land from which modern Russia, Ukraine,
and Belarus derive. The rapid ethnic, political, and social evolution of the
term and the people(s) which it denoted during the 9th - 10th centuries CE
produced a series of temporary, multi-layered, and occasionally contradictory notices in the classical Islamic geographical literature. In contemporary Byzantine sources it appears as Rōs, which may be the source of the
Arabic form.
Moreover, attestations of a very early Rōs in the form Urus and its variants are found in a number of Turkic languages, which go back to the Arabic. Sources written in Latin record them as Rhos; the Bavarian Geographer
of the 9th century CE as Ruzzi; Liudprand of Cremona in the mid-10th century CE as Rusios; Theitmar of Merseburg, in 1018 CE, as Rusica, Old
German as Ruz or Riuz; Old Swedish as Ryds.95 Another early attestation
appears from Al-Mas’udi, in his book Muruj adh-dhahab wa ma’adin aljawahir (Meadows of Gold and Mines of Gems), who mentions that the Rus’
consist of many peoples who fall into different categories, only one of whom
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were the “Ladogans,” the inhabitants of Old Ladoga, a Norse settlement near
present day St. Petersburg.96
It is important to note here that this author detached the name, Rus’,
from an exclusively Normanist source. Al-Tabari, in his work Ta’rikh arrusul wa-l-muluk (History of the Emissaries and Kings), which describes the
Muslim conquest of Armenia and the extension of Islam to the Derbent
Gate,97 does not mention the Russians by name. However, the Persian writer
Bal’ami, in his condensed and translated version of al-Tabari’s work, which
he completed around 963 CE, implies that the Russians already had been so
named by 642 CE.98
Although Muslims of the early Middle Ages had contacts and conflicts
with the Russians, these Islamic writers variously understood the Rus’ either
as one people, or as a variety of peoples identical with, or related to, the
Slavs, or they identified them with the “Men of the North,” or even with
Gog and Magog. However, none of the writers who dealt with Russia appears to have known the exact location and extent of the Russian domain.
Most of the recorded data are vague and imprecise.99
In view of the foregoing, there is no doubt that Rōs or Rus’ were an historically identifiable people, who—long before the early invasion of Norsemen—quite likely stamped its name on various locations, rivers, and tributaries in the area of the Trans-Caucasus, from the Volga River in the east to
the Dnieper River in the west, and possibly to the prominent Aras (Rōs?)
River, south of the Caucasus Mountains.
More importantly for our thesis, this identification of Rōs or Rus’
emerged in explicit connection with the Byzantines’ Septuagint version of
Jeremiah’s and Ezekiel’s  (Rōs)—specifically since Ezekiel had identified Rōs as bloodthirsty barbarians invading from the extreme north, whose
name was so clearly the same (at least to 9th-century Byzantines) as that of
the contemporary 9th-century marauders, the Rōs/Rus’.
Even if it can ultimately be shown that the Norsemen were the original
bearers of the name, Rōs/Rus’, the very designation, “North-men” who invaded from the “uttermost parts of the North,” still fits precisely Ezekiel’s
description of this people, both by virtue of their name and their origin at the
edge of the habitable North—exactly north from Israel, the point of reference of Ezekiel’s prophecy. The next section moves the discussion more
toward the remaining northern nations of Ezekiel.
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IV. Migrations and Destinies
of Ezekiel’s Other Northern Nations
The previous chapter located the Ancient Near-Eastern locales of the
other northern invaders besides Rosh, namely: Magog, Meshech, Tubal, Togarmah, and Gomer. This section builds on the previous chapter by tracing
the ultimate destinations of Ezekiel’s nations associated with Rosh, to discover their possible modern relevance to the Gog passage.

A. Gog and Magog
Over time, identifications of Gog and Magog have proved to be varied,
uncertain, and often fanciful. Because of the obscurity of these names in
history and their prominence in Ezekiel’s prophecy, identifications have
tended to assume a spiritualized or legendary cast,100 though just as often,
they appeared in concrete, contemporary, and therefore ominous, relevance.101
Many identifications of Gog and Magog with individuals or peoples
contemporaneous with Ezekiel’s prophecy (circa 573 BCE for the dating of
chapters 40-48)102 have been proposed: as a cipher for Babylon or Alexander
the Great;103 as the “Skythians;104 as Gyges, king of the Lydians; as the Gurgum, a people at the edge of the Assyrian empire;105 as the Gogarenes of
Ptolemy’s 2nd-century map and of Strabo; and as the Goths, the Huns, the
Alans, the Khazars, Arabians, Turks, Magyars, Parthians, Mongols, and the
Ten “Lost” Tribes of Israel—among others.106
Pliny lists a “Mabog” near the city of Rhosus and the Taurus and Rhosus Mountains in northern Syria,107 and in Lysia, a Mount Gagae, which
would appear to be located in northeastern Anatolia.108 Accordingly, the
expression, “Gog and Magog,” was applied to many invaders from the far
north—particularly the Goths, with their similar-sounding name.
Islam adapted the archetype in the Koran (18:83-100 and 21:96), repeating a legend that Alexander the Great had created huge metal gates in the
Caucasus Mountains to pen up the quasi-demonic Gog and Magog until they
would break through at the end of time to ravage Jerusalem and the world.109
Some Christian writers have suggested that “Caucasus” means “Gog’s Fortress”110 in Arabic (Gugh hisn)—possibly reflecting this legend.
Andrew Anderson has traced the history and location of this story,
showing that as known geography advanced, Alexander’s gates were repeatedly relocated to unknown territories toward the north and east until they
disappeared entirely. He tells of an 18th-century work that, despite its late
date, may reflect a very early tradition:
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In the central Caucasus, more than a century ago, [Jacob] Reineggs found a
people called “Thiulet” who called their mountains Ghef or Gogh. The very
highest of these lying to the north, they called, Moghef or Mugogh. One nat urally wonders whether such a tradition could be carried back to biblical times.111

More likely, the tradition is Muslim, deriving from the two passages in
the Koran (Suras 18 and 21). One could also wonder if such a tradition could
be related to both biblical times and to the 21st century, where the identifications of Gog and Magog continue as a kind of ongoing application of Ezekiel’s prophecy to present events.112
At the present state of the question, however, the issue of the identity of
Gog and Magog seems beyond reach of the historian. Even the Apocalypse
(20:7-10) seems to spiritualize this event, or at least seems to emphasize the
demonic nature of this pair, who are at “the four corners of the earth.”
This universal scope echoes Ezekiel 38-39, where nations—perhaps representative—from those same four directions also converge on the newly
regathered Israel. It would seem that, as a counterpoint to the “two witnesses” (Revelation 11:3-12), Gog and Magog now represent spiritually the
terrifying might of the world’s demonically-inspired military power arrayed
against the people of God, as opposed to those vulnerable witnesses of the
defenseless Messiah—”the Lamb that was slain.”113
However, while the spiritual aspect of this confrontation is clarified in
the Book of Revelation, the attack also, after all, does appear in the physical
realm. Real blood is shed, and identifiable physical enemies of God inflict
real suffering and death.
Hence, the believer’s awareness of who these enemies are must be based
not only on a spiritual discernment of the times and of the Scripture, but also
on the expectation that real events involving real nations are also involved.
Accordingly, we now attempt to identify a nation that is somewhat less legendary, namely, Meshech.

B. Meshech
Ezekiel’s tribe of Meshech, which is thought to have migrated from E.
Europe late in the second millennium BCE, is fairly well attested in Ancient
Near-East literature114 as being located in central and eastern Anatolia
(roughly, modern Turkey). However, after that period they can be shown to
have moved progressively farther north.115
A major figure in Ancient Near-Eastern historiography, Igor M. Diakonov, though, distinguishes between a western and an eastern Muški—the
latter of whom he describes as “Proto-Armenians.”116 Armenia, therefore,
seems to have received at least part of its identity from the biblical Meshech.
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Diakonov asserts that the Muškian kingdom of Alzi in the 12th to 9th
centuries BCE, which was later included in Urartu, can also be viewed as
one of the nuclei of the Armenian state. And, to a certain extent, we can
view as such nuclei any Hurrian, Urartian, or Luwian kingdom in the Armenian Highland. These states were also created by ethnic groups that were not
foreign to the Armenians, and by people whose descendants merged with the
Armenian nation—although, at the time, they themselves still spoke other
languages.117
The connection of the western Muški to the modern nation of Georgia is
based, not necessarily on the genetic continuity of the inhabitants, but rather
on the grounds that “certain Georgian tribes were called Moschi because at
one time they lived in territory subject to Phrygia (Muški), or had a Phrygian-type culture.”118
More concretely, however, Herodotus (5th century BCE) locates the Moschoi in the Pontic region of northeast Anatolia. By the first pre-Christian
century, Strabo reports them even closer to the present Meškhian homeland.
Ptolemy’s map of the area (2nd century CE) shows the Moschicus119 mountains at the eastern edge of the Black Sea—at the western end of the “Gogarene” region (on the southern bank of the Cyrus River, between the Black
and Caspian Seas), near the towns, “Mescheia” and “Mosega.” The latter are
only a few kilometers from “Thabilaca” (<Tubal?), with all of them lying
along the southern slope of the Caucasus Mountains.
It is important to note that Ptolemy’s map of this area offers relatively
few place-names, so those above are fairly prominent. Even today, in the
nation of Georgia, one can track a 45-mile diagonal line running from
northwest to southeast that includes Meskheta, Tbilisi, and Rustavi as its
major landmarks.
Meshech may also have given both its identity and its name to the district of Samtskhe in modern Georgia (probably from the Georgian, >Sameškhe = ‘Land of the Meškhi’) and to Mtskheta (above modern Tbilisi), the
capital since the 3rd century BCE of this Kartlian (Iberian, E. Georgian)
state.
The East Anatolian origin of the Meskhi seems to be confirmed by the
fact that most of the Meskhi speak an East Anatolian dialect of Turkish.120 It
is perhaps significant that the adjoining Daghestanis’ name for modern
Georgia is “Mosoch.”121 Moreover, an Armenian newspaper, “Meshak,” edited in Tbilisi in the late 1800s, seems to have reflected the ethnic name associated with the region.122
The history of the Meškhi does not end here. On 15 November 1944,
Joseph Stalin secretly deported the Meškhi from Georgia to central Asia.
Despite attempts to return to their ancestral homeland just north of Tbilisi,
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the largest number of deportees now lives widely scattered throughout eastern Uzbekistan, southern Kazakhstan, and Kirgizia. Others have been resettled in Azerbaijan in the North Caucasus, where they appear to be assimilating.123
At this point, one may raise the controversial identification of Ezekiel’s
Meshech—one which has been roundly denounced for decades—with Moscow.124 Whether the Meskhi are related to the Mescherians, widely dispersed
in eastern European Russia, but centered on territory now occupied by Moscow, is difficult to prove aside from the similarity of the name.125
It is particularly interesting, however, that Ezekiel’s Meshech seems to
have invaded what is now eastern Turkey in the 12th century BCE, doing so
from Eastern Europe.126 Moreover, it is perhaps significant that the Mescherians were located almost exactly in the area of modern Moscow—its southern suburbs now expanding into what is presently called the “Meshchera
lowlands.”127
Whether or not this tribe lent its name to Moscow seems lost to historical proof. But circa 800 CE, there were only a dozen or so tribal names of
any kind in Russia generallyat least that have come down to usand the
coincidence of this tribal name co-located with Moscow seems striking.128
The scenario may have been that Meshech, perhaps as part of the FinnicUgric migration129—from the east, tracing the southern end of the Urals—
settled in what is now the area of Moscow. Very early, however, circa 1100
BCE, at least a part of this group continued southward into eastern Anatolia,
to be identified as the Assyrian’s “Mushki” (see Map 1, p. 135).
Therefore, no one may now dogmatically claim that “there is no etymological, grammatical, historical, or literary data in support”130 of identifying
Ezekiel’s Meshech with Moscow. In any case, one can at least demonstrate
historically that Ezekiel’s Meshech eventually found its descendants scattered throughout the Commonwealth of Independent States, today’s fragmented successor to the Soviet Union.
In whatever ways Ezekiel may have understood Meshech as an eschatological people, it is clear that both in name and in ethnicity, Meshech has
identifiably persisted into our own times. To a lesser extent, one may make a
similar case for Ezekiel’s Tubal.

C. Tubal
At the beginning of this chapter we noted that a number of “Japhetic”
tribes, probably including Tubal, seem to have migrated generally both
westward and eastward from a huge area centered on the Ural Mountains.
Before this east-west outflow, Tubal may well have been part of the migra-
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tion of the Cimmerians (Gomer) originally migrating from the far East—
skirting the southern end of the Ural Mountains as a way of remaining
within the narrow (east-west) band of grassland required to feed their livestock during the journey.
Along the east side of these mountains, flowing northward, is the Tobol
River (see Map 1). It is likely that the wide-ranging Japhetic tribes, some of
whom (Gomer, and his “sons” Ashkenaz [Skythia] and Togarmah [Genesis
10]), as well as Meshech, Tubal and possibly Rosh, appeared during Ezekiel’s time in what is now eastern Turkey. They also may have migrated
westward earlier just south of the Ural Mountains, establishing the river
name, Tobol, and at least four cities as evidence of their settlement there.
Indeed, near the source of the Tobol River is a city in Kazakhstan
(52º40′ N latitude, 62º40′ E longitude) named Tobol. Roughly 100 kilometers upstream and downstream of this Tobol on the Tobol River lie two cities
named Tobol’skiy—one in Kazakhstan (north) and one inside the Russian
border (south). At the mouth of the Tobol River, joining the Irtysh River,
lies the major city of Tobol’sk, once the capital city of Siberia. Still farther
north, the Irtysh/Tobol River empties into the Ob. At its mouth on the Arctic
Ocean we find a city, Tobol’ka, Yamalo-Nenets, Russia—further attesting to
the impact of this name in the area.
At the other (southern) end of the Tobol, because they lie in a narrow
band of grassland at the southern end of the Ural Mountains, the “Tobol”root cities and river source would likely lie in the path of the great migrations of “Gomer” (the Cimmerians) and his “sons,” Togarmah and the
Skythians, and possibly, Meshech, Tubal and Rosh. Place-names often move
along the path of migration of the tribe to whose language they belong.
Moreover, the names of geographical features tend to be extremely persistent over time. Even when renamed by subsequent invaders, the local
populations tend to revert to original names once the invaders move on or
disappear. One can recall the fate of such names as British Honduras, Northern Rhodesia, Stalingrad, Leningrad, and Cape Kennedy in modern times.
The so-called, “Andronovo” culture (Fig. 2), comprised in part of the
“Japhetide” peoples, seems also to have evolved into, or to have included,
the peoples who emerged as the Slavs. According to Vernadsky, a former
director of the Harvard Institute for Russian Studies, a Slavic group moved,
around 800 BCE, from the north Caucasian plains, through the mountain
pass of Daryal and stopped in Mingerelia. From there they moved to Phrygia131 where, at that time, they could well have been identified as Ezekiel’s
Tubal.
The argument seems hypothetical, but the participation of the Slavs in
the Skythian/Alanic migration seems certain.132 Clearly, there are place-
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names both in Trans-Caucasia and in Asia Minor, which seem to be Slavic
in origin, such as Tbilisi in Georgia. Ptolemy’s 2nd century map of Armenia
has placed “Thilbis” and Tabalica on the southern slopes of the Caucasus
Mountains.133

D. Gomer (Cimmerians)
See section I. A. (pp. 81-82) for the material on this section.

E. Togarmah
The biblical Togarmah, who may have followed the migration route of
biblical Gomer (the Cimmerians), is listed in Genesis 10 as a “son” of
Gomer, as well as Meshech, Tubal, and the Skythians (biblical Ashkenaz). If
Togarmah is to be identified with a proto-Turkic people, this migration route
(see map above) would be confirmed by the fact that the original Turkic
peoples perhaps were, and still remain, located in central Asia (Uzbekistan,
Afghanistan) and Russia as part of the Altaic language group, possibly as
early as the Skythian migrations. While the Turkic people group is first historically documented only in about the 6th century CE, their ethnic and linguistic roots extended throughout this area far earlier.134
In any case, a “Tegarama,” is mentioned in Hittite literature.135 The hieroglyphic Luwian (the biblical Lud) Lakarama and the Neo-Assyrian
sources, list a city (-state), “Tilgarimmu,” which had been attacked by Sennacherib in 695 BCE.136 The modern Turkish city of Gurun may preserve the
last traces of this national name.137
The ultimate destiny of Togarmah, however, appears to be tied to that of
the Armenians. According to Diakonov, while the “house of Togarmah”
came to an end in the Persian era, it did so only in name, since its remnants
became one element of proto-Armenia.138 The central historical myth of the
Armenian people was produced by Moses Xorenaci, who correctly located
the biblical Togarmah in Armenia Minor (on the southwestern edge of the
Caucasus Mountains) at a time when Jewish tradition, e.g., in Targum Jonathan (5th century CE), was ascribing the name to Germany! Xorenaci traces
the origin of the Armenian people to a legendary Hayk, son of Torgom (the
form is an early Greek Bible version of Togarmah), who was a son of Japheth (Genesis 10). Whether the name, Togarmah, a Japhetic tribe, can be
identified with the earliest “Turkic” peoples as early as the end of the 2nd
millennium BCE is speculative but possible. Perhaps they were part of the
“Andronovo culture,” some members of which migrated southward from the
great eastern steppes of China and what are now Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan,
and Kyrgyztan into what is now northeastern Turkey.
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This self-identification of Armenia with Togarmah as a descendant of
one of Ezekiel’s northern nations raises questions about the prophecy’s fulfillment. As an ultimate destination for the “house of Togarmah,” Armenia—either its people or its culture—would seem to be the best candidate.
Much earlier, however, elements of the “house of Togarmah” may have been
part of the great 2nd and 1st millennium BCE Japhetic movements far to the
north, and assimilated into modern Russia and Turkey.

Conclusions
Modern scholarship has provided indications of a tribe of Rōs/Rus’,
which lent its name to a variety of topographic features in what is now
Ukraine and Russia, at a time substantially before the name became identified with Scandinavians. Further, the Christian Byzantines clearly made a
connection between the Rosh of Ezekiel and the inhabitants of Russia—
though perhaps more on theological than on historical grounds.
But this apparently facile connection may, in fact, have some historical
substance. The long tradition of a Rosh-like name in southeast Anatolia
which is found in possibly in Egyptian and Ugaritic documents, while certainly in Hittite and numerous Greek sources, along with its associated peoples—Meshech and Tubal. It is also clear that these latter peoples migrated
northward into the Caucasus.
Could the associated people of Rosh have migrated northward with
them? Evidence for this does exist in a possible connection of the Rosh of
the Tauros Mountains to the Tauro-Skythian Rōs, to a province in Iberia (the
Caucasus) named Radsh,139 to the  connection of Herodianus, and
to the Roxolani, the Rōsāyē, the Rosomones, and the Rusci—all of whom
were located around the Black Sea long before the arrival of the Varangian/Norsemen.
Moreover, numerous geographical names appear—from the Aras ( =
Rōs?) River along the southern edge of the Caucasus Mountains, to the major city of Rasht, just below its mouth, to the early name of Rōs for the
mighty Volga and several other rivers, to the Rōs River near Kiev. All indicate the early existence of a Rōs/Rus’ people who link the Ancient NearEastern candidates for Ezekiel’s Rosh to the people and name of Russia—
again, well before the arrival of the so-called “Rus’” of the Norsemen!
A number of the peoples mentioned in Ezekiel 38-39—Gomer, Meshech, Tubal, and Togarmah—seem to have migrated into what is now
Ukraine and Russia from the east and seem likely to have constituted the
ethnic mix of the early Rus’ Russia and the Ukraine. Hence, these Japhetic
peoples were mostly located north of the Black Sea and not limited to loca-
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tions within eastern Anatolia, as many biblical atlases and commentaries
seem to suggest.
Finally, this chapter has shown that the name of Rosh mentioned by
Ezekiel has played a profoundly significant role in the history of Russia—
even to the point of actually naming it! And, at the very least, it has been
demonstrated that the problem of Ezekiel’s northern nations and their relationship to possibly equivalent contemporary nations is much more complicated and positive than has been conceded thus far in recent Christian biblical or theological scholarship.
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Chapter 4
What Is, and What Is to Come
It is appropriate, at the beginning of this final chapter, to remind the
reader that the purpose of our study is to show, first, that the list of the nations mentioned in the Gog passage of Ezekiel’s prophecy in 38:2,3 and
39:1, with special reference to Rosh, involves real people. Second, it is to
show that while there are spiritual and symbolic dimensions to understanding this passage, the specifics involved require an application to events
in observable history—perhaps even to our own immediate history.

I. Summary of the Research
In summarizing the work of our research, we would like to briefly review, chapter by chapter, the material which demonstrated the historicity of
the biblical proper name Rosh found in Ezekiel 38 and 39, as well as its
identification, in one way or another, with modern-day Russia.
After an Introduction to the issues of significance and scholarship of
Ezekiel’s Gog prophecy, showing the impact of Ezekiel’s Gog prophecy,
Chapter 1 introduced various interpretive approaches to the Gog passage, in
addition to some underlying premises, some variations within each approach, and some of the weaknesses of each. In defense of our futurist/literal
position, we reviewed the religio-political developments and events on the
Middle Eastern stage throughout the final decades of the 20th century, and
made an attempt to demonstrate the striking parallels between the specifics
within the prophecy and current events.
We also discussed the grammatical argument of the passage, showing
the improbability of an noun-adjectival syntax for interpreting the Hebrew
word “rosh” as “head/chief,” but demonstrating, rather, its correct usage as a
proper name, Rosh.
117
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Chapter 2 covered the results of extensive research into contemporary
evidence for the historicity of Rosh and the other nations mentioned by Ezekiel as identifiable people-groups within their approximate locales. The
chapter offered evidence of toponyms related to Ezekiel’s Rosh and the
other northern nations—not only from the Bible, but also from ancient
Egyptian, Ugaritic, Hittite, Urartian, Assyrian, Babylonian, and Greek literature.
Chapter 3 endeavored to establish an historical link between Ezekiel’s
Rosh (and his other northern nations) and modern Ukraine and Russia.
There are two ways in which this link can be made. First, one can show that
the melting pot of peoples that make up the nation of Ukraine, Russia and
her other erstwhile satellites are descended from several of Ezekiel’s northern nations—Gomer and Meshech—with Meshech, Tubal and Togarmah not
only located in the former satellites of the Ukraine, Armenia, and Georgia,
but throughout the expanse of Russia as well.
Second, it is possible to find at least a phonetic resemblance between the
named nations and geographical locations. Of course, one can only surmise
where the numerous “rus/ros” nations described in Chapter 2 eventually settled. On this point, it must be admitted that the link between the scattered
candidates for Rosh in the Ancient Near-Eastern sources and those candidates north and east of the Black Sea during the first Christian centuries has
not been clearly established. However, while the link to Russia from the Ancient Near East is tentative, one can argue even more convincingly that, historically, the very name of Russia was presented to the world by the Byzantine Christians in conscious connection with the prophecy of Ezekiel’s Rosh.
Here one need not show the genetic or even the cultural connection between Ezekiel’s nations and Russia, but only that the name was given (like
America’s name, and that of so many other nations), and that the name
stuck!
The other northern nations of Ezekiel 38-39, with varying degrees of
certainty, inhabit or at least border on the nation of Russia—indicating that
the earlier location of these northern nations of Ezekiel (as indicated in modern Bible atlases and commentaries) was both temporary and only partially
located in eastern Anatolia (modern Turkey).

II. The Gog Prophecy: Summary and Key Themes
This prophecy, which has shaped history as well as foretold it, has been
applied in a variety of directions, and for a variety of motives. Of course, no
examination of Scripture is without presuppositional bias, particularly passages as explosive in their implications as this one. Nevertheless, the follow-
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ing is an attempt to allow the passage to speak with its own emphases. Our
final task will be to apply those emphases to our historical situation. At this
point, it will be easier to follow the argument if you open your Bible to Ezekiel 38-39. The Gog prophecy has been elegantly outlined by Block in his
commentary, as shown in the two panels below.1 (The following Summary
section, B, is the author’s.)

Outline of the Gog Prophecy: Ezekiel 38-39
1. Panel A: The Defeat of Gog
Frame 1: The Conscription of Gog
Frame 2: The Motives of Gog
Frame 3: The Advance of Gog
Frame 4: The Judgment of Gog
Interpretive Conclusion
2. Panel B: The Disposal of Gog
Frame 1: The Slaughter of Gog
Frame 2: The Spoiling of Gog
Frame 3: The Burial of Gog
Frame 4: The Devouring of Gog
Interpretive Conclusion

38:2c-23
38:2c-9
38:10-13
38:14-16
38:17-22
38:23
39:1-29
39:1-8
39:9-10
39:11-16
39:17-20
39:21-29

B. Summary of the Gog Prophecy
1. The Nations Involved: The Gog prophecy begins with God calling
Ezekiel to express an oracle against a specific list of nations which we have
already identified in the previous chapters: the northern nations, Gog of the
land of Magog, Rosh, Meshech, Tubal, Gomer, Togarmah—all from the
north—with other nations which perhaps represent the other three areas of
the earth: Persia (the area of Iran) in the east, Cush (northern, Muslim
Sudan) from the south, and Put (the area of Libya) from the west—all indicating a globally-based invasion. Still other nations, that seem to agree with
the invasion, or at least do not oppose it, are similarly located: Sheba
(Yemen), Dedan (area of Saudi Arabia), and Tarshish (far west) with all its
“merchants” (Heb. socharey Tarshish)—an “economic union”). All of these
will be driven by greed and envy (38:12,13; 39:10).
2. The Intended Victim: The People of the Lord in the Land of Israel:
The invaders’ target is the people of the Lord, Israel, who “had been brought
out from the nations,”—”even many nations,” who by war have recovered a
land that had long been empty and desolate. This desolation, now become
the “resettled ruins” (abandoned cities or villages), has been changed to
prosperity with the accumulation of “much cattle and goods,” by an Israel
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who now feels it is “living in safety,” “peaceful and unsuspecting, all of
them living without bars or gates.”
This “desolate” Land, which had formerly held no interest for anyone,
now becomes extremely vital to the invaders, much as the Temple Mount in
Jerusalem remained virtually unmentioned and unnoticed by Islam until
taken by the Jews in 1967, when it was suddenly proclaimed to be “Islam’s
third-holiest shrine.” The invasion envisioned by Ezekiel, then, seems to be
driven by greed and envy—greed for a tiny sliver of land, long ignored, and
envy that its new inhabitants have caused it to bloom and prosper.
3. The Universal Onslaught against Israel: The text emphasizes the
overwhelming force of the universal worldwide invasion against this unsuspecting little nation.2 The fact that “all nations” will come against Israel is
specifically confirmed in Joel 3:2; Amos 9:9; Zechariah 14:2; Matthew 24:9;
and Luke 21:24. Gog comes, and “all [his] troops,” and “many nations”
with him from every direction, “a great horde, a mighty army . . . advancing
like a storm, like a cloud that covers the land,” all of them well equipped
militarily. The text does not describe the people of Israel defending them.
4. The Lord’s Actions against the Invaders: The crushing, apocalyptic
defense against the invaders is entirely the action of the Lord: “When Gog
attacks the Land of Israel, my hot anger will be aroused” (38:18b). God’s
anger will be expressed in a huge earthquake, after which He will “summon
a sword against Gog on all my mountains.” Perhaps it is the swords of the
invaders turned against each other (38:21), followed by “torrents of rain,
hailstones, and burning sulfur” pouring down upon the invaders. These responses were clearly beyond the capabilities of human agency—at least until
the recent development of apocalyptic weapons. In any case the Lord takes
charge of the battle and executes it Himself.
5. The “Sacrificial” Disposal of the Invaders: The largest portion of the
Gog prophecy—27 of the 52 verses in chapters 38-39—describes the terrible
defeat of the invaders. Their weapons are struck down (39:3); their corpses
feed the scavenger birds and animals (39:4); and their own homelands (and
perhaps those of others) are counter-attacked with fire (39:6). The natives of
Israel will spend seven months burying the huge number of dead, and will
then begin a program of cleansing the Land (39:12-16). Astonishingly, after
the burial of the invaders, the call goes out to scavenging birds and animals
for a huge “feast” of human sacrifices. Rather than being a section “out of
sequence” in the narrative, could this represent instead a hellish scene from
the afterlife? Could it be that the invaders (“millions of martyrs”)3 who offer
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their lives as a “sacrifice” for their cause, ironically and horribly, find themselves in exactly that destiny but in a totally unexpected setting?
6. The Lord’s Interpretation of the Action: Finally, a long concluding
passage makes clear the meaning of this cataclysmic defeat of all the nations
(“nations” can be translated “gentiles”) against Israel. First, all the nations
and Israel will take a lesson from the failure of the invasion: The defense of
Israel was an act of the Lord God of Israel (39:20-22). Second, the nations
will learn that Israel served as a prototype for the punishment of the nations.
God “hid His face from them” (39:24) for a season because of their unfaithfulness to the Lord. Now, as often prophesied, He hides his face from the
nations. Similarly, the Sovereign Lord says (36:22-23):
It is not for your sake, O house of Israel, that I am going to do these things,
but for the sake of my holy name, which you have profaned among the nations
where you have gone. I will show the holiness of my great name, which has
been profaned among the nations, the name you have profaned among them.
Then the nations will know that I am the Lord,” declares the Sovereign Lord,
“when I show myself holy through you [italics mine] before their eyes.”

The point of this is that Israel contributes to the holiness of the Lord, not
because of its righteousness but in spite of its unrighteousness. Thus, the
very act of regathering the people of Israel “to their own Land” after their
exile among their enemies is another way of demonstrating the holiness of
the Lord to all the world (39:25-28; cf. Chaps. 36 and 37): He is keeping His
word regardless of what His people may choose.
Having completed this regathering, God will ratify his covenant with Israel by pouring out his Spirit upon them (39:29). Here the prophecy refuses
to vindicate the “righteousness” of the people of Israel. On the other hand
the prophecy refuses to allow anyone to deny Israel’s right to existence and
its right to the Land God promised them.
The crucial point is this: since the people of Israel, as God’s “light to the
nations,” represent the revelation and the holiness of the Lord on the earth,
they are attacked by all the powers of Darkness through its human and other
instruments, the nations-without-God; however, at the same time, the God of
Israel defends His people by His overwhelming power.
Just as satanic rituals seek to deface and destroy the image of God in
human beings—by sexual perversions, mutilations, and human sacrifice—so
this invasion of the nations includes this, but represents a further step. Now,
the forces of evil move beyond simple mass murder-suicide/human sacrifices4 to an all-out attack of “all nations” against the symbol and expression
of God’s revelation to the world—Israel, His “light to the nations,” and Je-
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sus, “the Light of the world”—hoping to extinguish that light “as a cloud
covering the land.”
In a profound irony, the nations’ compulsive need for human sacrifice
on a horrific scale results not in their hoped-for sensual feasting in Paradise,
but in their being feasted upon as the sacrificial last supper for the scavengers of Hell.

C. Key Themes in the Gog Prophecy
While this outline gives the material of the prophecy in order, because
of space considerations we will concentrate on some striking themes found
throughout the text that suggest its relevance for today:
1. History is shaped by God, beyond natural or social forces.
2. The existence of modern Israel is highly significant in God’s plan.
3. The invaders are identifiable nations.
Let us examine each in turn. [Please note that “Lord” is substituted for
the Tetragrammaton, the four-consonant unpronounceable name of God, in
the following Scriptures and in my references to them, following the convention of most English versions of the Hebrew Scriptures.]

1. History is Shaped by God beyond Natural or Social Factors
The Gog prophecy centrally portrays not merely a clash between military powers, but a primal clash between spiritual worldviews. One worldview we might call the “CNN Syndrome,” the prevailing modern view
which strips away any possibility of God’s involvement in historical events.
Conflicts of religions may be mentioned, but these must be viewed as
clashes between human groups vying for supremacy. In this view, no objective reporter or historian would dare to suggest that spiritual forces could be
the driving force behind human events. All history, according to the CNN
mentality, is shaped by economic, political, social, and even human “religious” forces, but never by supernatural beings—whether demonic or heavenly or, ultimately, God Himself.
The opposing view is that of Ezekiel (and of Scripture generally), viz.,
that history is “His story,” and that Almighty God shapes not only the course
of nature, but also the affairs of mankind. Specifically, the most emphatic
point of the Gog prophecy is that though “all nations” make their blind invasion against Israel, God’s purposes will be made clear by it. This is stated
repeatedly and emphatically in our passage:
You will advance against my people Israel like a cloud that covers the land.
In days to come, O Gog, I will bring you against my Land, so that the nations
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may know me when I show myself holy through you [italics mine] before their
eyes (38:16).5
And so I will show my greatness and my holiness, and I will make myself
known in the sight of many nations. Then they will know that I am the Lord
(38:23).
. . . and they shall know that I am the Lord. I will make known my holy name
among my people Israel. I will no longer let my holy name be profaned, and the
nations will know that I the Lord am the Holy One in Israel (39:6c -7).

The final passage in the prophecy spells out in much greater detail the purpose for the invasion (39:21-29):
I will display my glory among the nations, and all the nations will see the
punishment I inflict and the hand I lay upon them.
From that day forward the house of Israel will know that I am the Lord their
God.
And the nations will know that the people of Israel went into exile for their
sin, because they were unfaithful to me. So I hid my face from them and
handed them over to their enemies, and they all fell by the sword.
I dealt with them according to their uncleanness and their offenses, and I hid
my face from them.
Therefore this is what the Sovereign Lord says: I will now bring Jacob back
from captivity and will have compassion on all the people of Israel, and I will
be zealous for my holy name.
They will forget their shame and all the unfaithfulness they showed t oward
me when they lived in safety in their Land with no one to make them afraid.
When I have brought them back from the nations and have gathered them
from the countries of their enemies, I will show myself holy through them in
the sight of many nations.
Then they will know that I am the Lord their God, for though I sent them
into exile among the nations, I will gather them to their own Land, not leaving
any behind.
I will no longer hide my face from them, for I will pour out my Spirit on the
house of Israel, declares the Sovereign Lord.

The catastrophic defeat of the invaders will show powerfully that the
Lord is utterly sovereign in the affairs of men. It will be known by “all nations,” not only by “the house of Israel,” that He is the “Lord of hosts,” that
is, the “Lord of armies”! In these passages, as above, the point is pounded
home that a new way of looking at history is required. The secular “CNN
mentality” has utterly missed the point about the meaning of human events:
It is the Lord who shapes history, not mankind.
Moreover, the text is emphatic that the invasion and its consequences
have been foreseen long before. “After many years you will be called to
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arms. In future years you will invade . . .” (38:8). “I will bring you against
my Land” (38:16). “This is what the sovereign Lord says: ‘Are you not the
one I spoke of in former days by my servants the prophets of Israel? At that
time they prophesied for years that I would bring you against them’”
(38:17). “‘It will surely take place,’ declares the Sovereign Lord. ‘This is the
day I have spoken of’” (39:8).
Indeed, the whole Gog prophecy appears in the form of a prediction:
“Son of man, set your face against Gog . . . and prophesy against him”
(38:2). Thus, as the events transpire, the Lord will be seen as the One bringing them about. Certainly the language is emphatic about the Lord’s direct
involvement in the invasion: “I will turn you around, put hooks in your jaws
and bring you out with your whole army” (38:4; 39:2). The term, “turn you
around” probably is a horseman’s expression, “wheel around”; the rider
forces the horse to rear up on the two hind legs while turning toward a different direction. The “hooks in your jaws” could refer to a painful bit in the
horse’s mouth. The idea here is of someone overcoming the will of another.
This picture of God’s aggressive control in motivating the attacking nations stands in sharp contrast to their own perception: “thoughts will come
into your mind and you will devise an evil scheme” (38:10). Those observing the invasion seem to echo, if not support, the plot: “Have you come to
plunder? Have you gathered your hordes to loot, to carry off silver and gold,
to take away livestock and goods and to seize much plunder?” (38:13).
From the human point of view, this invasion is a carefully considered,
opportunistic, surprise attack against a nation with limited defenses, but substantial wealth. The text contrasts these viewpoints to clarify the great gap
between the utter failure of human political and spiritual perception versus
the reality of God’s total control of history. The Lord’s control of history
involves the destinies of very real nations, particularly the destiny of Israel.

2. The Existence of Modern Israel in Its Own Land
Is Central to God’s Plan
The Gog prophecies, including the two chapters leading up to it, 36-37,
are emphatic about the rightful status of the people of Israel in relation to
their Land. The section begins in chapter 36 with a prophecy to the “mountains of Israel.” Here it is affirmed that even though Israel had sinned against
God and, as a result, had been scattered throughout the nations of the world,
God nonetheless will regather His people to the “mountains of Israel.”
This is what the Sovereign Lord says: Because they ravaged and hounded you
from every side so that you became the possession of the rest of the nations and
the object of people’s malicious talk and slander . . . .
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Therefore, O mountains of Israel, hear the word of the Sovereign Lord: This
is what the Sovereign Lord says to the mountains and hills, to the ravines and
valleys, to the desolate ruins and the deserted towns that have been plundered
and ridiculed by the rest of the nations around you; this is what the Sovereign
Lord says:
In my burning zeal I have spoken against the rest of the nations, and against
all Edom, for with glee and with malice in their hearts they made my Land their
own possession so that they might plunder its pasture land (Ezekiel 36:3-5).

.........................
This is what the Sovereign Lord says: I speak in my jealous wrath because
you have suffered the scorn of the nations. Therefore this is what the Sovereign
Lord says:
I swear with uplifted hand that the nations around you will also suffer scorn.
But you, O mountains of Israel, will produce branches and fruit for my people
Israel, for they will soon come home. I am concerned for you and will look on
you with favor; you will be plowed and sown, and I will multiply the number of
people upon you, even the whole house of Israel.
The towns will be inhabited and the ruins rebuilt. I will increase the number
of men and animals upon you, and they will be fruitful and become numerous. I
will settle people on you as in the past and will make you prosper more than before. Then you will know that I am the Lord.
I will cause people, my people Israel, to walk upon you. They will possess
you, and you will be their inheritance; you will never again deprive them of
their children. This is what the Sovereign Lord says: Because people say to you,
You devour men and deprive your nation of its children, therefore you will no
longer devour men or make your nation childless, declares the Sovereign Lord.
No longer will I make you hear the taunts of the nations, and no longer will
you suffer the scorn of the peoples or cause your nation to fall, declares the
Sovereign Lord. (Ezekiel 36:6b-15).

.........................

Then the nations will know that I am the Lord, declares the Sovereign Lord,
when I show myself holy through you before their eyes. For I will take you out
of the nations; I will gather you from all the countries and bring you back into
your own Land. (Ezekiel 36:23b-24)

In the process of the return of the Children of Israel to their Land, they
will endure “malicious talk and slander,” being “ridiculed” with “taunts” and
the “scorn” of the surrounding nations, who “with glee and with malice in
their hearts [have] made my Land their own possession.” Here we see Israel’s return to their Land is hotly contested by the surrounding nations. Despite this resistance, God’s promise remains: “I will gather you from all the
countries and bring you back to your own Land” (36:24; also 37:21; 39:28).
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Moreover, the return to the Land will result in prosperity: the population
of people and livestock will “be multiplied” or “increase” (36:10-1). The
Land will be “fruitful.”
I will call for the grain and make it plentiful and will not bring famine upon
you. I will increase the fruit of the trees and the crops of the field, so that you
will no longer suffer disgrace among the nations because of famine (36:29-30).

The modern world reflects the dynamics of this prophecy in that Israel
faces not only the “taunts” and “slander” of its enemies—the nations—but
the world’s rejection of its very right to exist, even to the point of promoting
Israel’s annihilation by the surrounding nations.6

3. The Invaders are Identifiable Nations
Who Have the Potential to Fulfill Ezekiel’s Gog Prophecy
In Chapters 1, 2, and 3, we have already examined the hermeneutical,
Ancient Near Eastern, and post-biblical dimensions of identifying the nations of the Gog prophecy. We focused on the northern nations Ezekiel
listed—not only because their relative obscurity demanded a study clarifying
their identification, but also because the future-literal hermeneutic of this
passage highlights the current problem of identifying these nations with
Russia and its close neighbors.
Now that “peace has broken out” in the former Soviet Union, some Bible prophecy experts have noted what seems the dimmer prospects of an
invasion coming specifically “from the uttermost parts of the north.” However, some respected analysts of the world scene are projecting a resurgent
expansionism and aggressiveness from Russia (Ezekiel’s Rosh) and the related nations.7 For example, Russia has recently entered into agreements
with Iran, Sudan, and Libya to supply military arms.8 These nations, now
occupying the areas of Ezekiel’s nations of Paras, Cush, and Put, appear to
represent the other three directions (east, south, and west, respectively) of
Gog’s universal invasion.
These agreements have the potential to draw an expansionist Russia into
an invasion, particularly since the ordinary citizens of Russia—and of Russia’s close neighbors, Belarus, Ukraine, and Moldova—experience most of
the same economic and social problems as did pre-Nazi Germany: hyperinflation, high unemployment, a feeling of betrayal and shame at the loss of
super-power status, a loss of national identity, and strong anti-Semitic scapegoatism.
The difference is that Russia still maintains a huge stockpile of nuclear
weapons and the means for launching them (silos, submarines, planes).
Such weapons are felt to be “the great equalizer” by any nation with feelings
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of inferiority and insecurity. And these weapons would provide a “nuclear
umbrella” for any adventure deemed worth the risk. Certainly America, as
the defender of Israel, would not pause long over a forced choice between
the survival of, say, New York City or Tel Aviv.9 This is not far-fetched. An
invasion by Russia could preserve an unpopular regime by diverting internal
discontent to an external crisis or enemy.
Indeed, among the Arabic and Islamic dictatorships, this latter strategy
has been the norm over the centuries. Through these countries’ statecontrolled media, the rage of their exploding populations of unemployable
and frustrated young males have been fanned into a frenzy of religious hatred against Israel.10 For these regimes, promoting hostility toward Israel has
its upside: it diverts attention and resentment away from the corruption and
misery at home. At the same time, these Islamic dictators can heighten their
prestige among the Muslim faithful even as they rid their corrupt regimes of
these dangerous, radical youths by way of a suicidal war against the “infidels.”
This tension can survive only so long without action. If leaders sense
growing discontent with the strategy of fomenting rage at Israel without acting on it, then increasing pressure will develop for the great Jihad against
Israel to begin. If this ultimate sacrifice fails, however, thereby causing the
nations to “know the Lord of Israel,” the outlook for radical Islam is not
bright.

D. The Criteria for Fulfillment:
What Is, and What Is to Come11
If the findings of this study are correct—that is, if the Gog prophecy was
intended by its Author to be fulfilled more or less literally—then what are
the clear criteria for this fulfillment in terms of identifiable nations and
events? We submit to the reader’s judgment the following list of criteria,
which are based on the textual elements of the prophecy:
1. At the present time, do all the identifiable nations listed in the prophecy
(Rosh, Meshech, Tubal, Gomer, Togarmah, Paras, Cush, and Put, and
probably, Sheba, Dedan, and Tarshish), exhibit hostile intent toward
Israel?
2. Are Rosh, Meshech, Tubal, Gomer, and Togarmah, identified by Ezekiel as coming from the “farthest parts of the north,” in fact, from that
area?
3. Are all these invading nations currently a military threat, well equipped,
and numerous?12
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4. Do the criteria of the prophecy describe the modern State of Israel, for
example:
a. Was Israel regathered from many nations? “from every land /
quarter” (36:24; 37:21)? Brought back from their graves (37:12-13)?
b. Was Israel regathered to a Land that had been desolate for a long
time? Has Israel been restored from ruin?
c. Is the Land now abundantly productive (36:33-36)?
d. Is modern Israel now living in “unwalled” villages or cities,
“without bars or gates” (38:12)?
Is the nation of Israel “no longer two nations or divided into two
kingdoms” (Judea and Samaria, 37:22)?
f. Is the regathered Israel taunted, slandered and even attacked by
the surrounding nations (36:15)?
g. Has modern Israel been cleansed “from all that defiles” it
(36:25)? from the taint of all [its] idols (36:26)?
h. Have the people of modern Israel been given “a new heart and a
new spirit” to keep God’s laws (36:27-28; 39:29)?
i. Does the “one shepherd,” “David,” now rule over Israel?
We are suggesting that the modern fulfillment of the actual invasion has
not yet occurred, thus its spiritual cleansing that is the war’s aftermath has
not yet occurred. So, at this point in time, only the first few features of the
prophecy (a-f) may be said to have been fulfilled, e.g., the return of Israel to
their own Land, and the resurrection of the Land from desolation and ruin,
and the possible first stages of the key nations’ coalition for the invasion
beginning to coalesce.
Could it be that chapters 36, 37 and 38/39 are three more-or-less parallel
passages, each emphasizing a different aspect of Israel’s return up to the
very end of history? If this is the case, then chapter 36 describes the reasons
for the dispersion of Israel, and the prediction of the return, i.e., the prophecy to the mountains of Israel. Chapter 37 stresses the human impossibility
of Israel’s revivification as against the miraculous restoration of Israel’s
“dry bones” into a renewed nation. And chapters 38-39 introduce the huge,
worldwide retaliation against God’s regathering of Israel, which culminates
in the rule of “David” and Israel’s moral and spiritual completion by the
Spirit of God.
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III. Implications of this Study
If you have a role of influence in the religious or academic communities,
we hope you will consider the following:
Biblical translators could consider that the natural grammatical structure
of the text need no longer be mangled to fit the mistaken perception that a
people of Rosh has no external historical basis.
Biblical commentators may wish now to face the problems of this passage head-on. Ignoring the problems only leaves the field to those who are
less responsible in protecting the flock of God from undisciplined (and lucrative!) speculations about the application of Scripture to today’s world.
This includes some reckless apocalypticists on the right, and the cultured
despisers of predictive prophecies of the Bible on the left.
We submit that the implications of this thesis go far beyond the field of
biblical studies, extending to the fields of modern foreign affairs, politics,
and personal well-being. Accordingly, we conclude with four important
questions regarding major issues touching these findings:
How far should we apply this biblical knowledge and these research results to areas that concern our personal sense of peace and security?
How does one respond to the military-industrial complex as either a deterrent to—or a precipitator of—a very real apocalypse?
How does one respond to the nations addressed in Ezekiel’s prophecy,
specifically Russia, the Arab nations, the Persians/Iranians, and Israel?
As for the Church, how far should one’s literal approach to Bible prophecy and its fulfillment influence our actions? Should we “jump start” apocalyptic events, helping God, in a sense, by taking a hard line in the Middle
East—an already troubled area? Or should we strive to be peacemakers—
postponing the evil day as long as possible? Would our efforts either way
change the prophetic timetable of God? Is it possible that peacemaking efforts could avert the apocalyptic prophecies of the Bible altogether? Are
these messages entirely deterministic or are they conditional?
Conventional wisdom in evangelical scholarship about the location of
Ezekiel’s northern nations has been colored by embarrassment at the extremes of some leading figures in the Bible prophecy movement. Thus the
available historical data has not been given its due, perhaps because the extravagant interpretations of some of their fundamentalist spiritual forebears
drove many modern evangelical academics to accommodate to a culture that
has little patience for apocalyptic speculations.
As we move into a “post—” postmodern era, however, some evangelicals have rediscovered the value of their “cradle faith.” Having given over to
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sterile rationalistic academics for a season, they now find that the loss of a
perhaps-naïve apocalyptic fervor with its tangible applications to real life
has proved to be vaguely unsatisfying.
Could it be that the “outlandish” predictions of fundamentalism represent the “foolishness” of the Gospel, which is grounded in a deep, primal,
and ultimately correct immersion in the real world of the Divine? Could it
be that God does in fact shape the destinies of nations (Acts 17:26)—not in
some nebulous (and safe) dimension of “supra-history,” but in the specifics
of the biblical prophets, and with the power of the Apocalypse? In the world
of Bible believers, nations are judged by real war, that is, by the real blood,
suffering, death, refugees, and deportations described as history and prophecy. And it is done by a God who is “a man of war; Lord is His name,”
(Exodus 15:3). He does not apologize for His actions.
The true prophetic perspective, on the other hand, does not take pleasure
in the death of the wicked. There is no room in the Christian worldview for
viewing the calamities described in this prophecy as entertainment, seen
from the safety of some imagined grandstand. There is no grandstand: “all
nations” will be involved when this prophecy becomes history.
Prophecies such as these serve as comfort to those suffering tribulation,
reminding them that the Lord is in charge of history. However, the same
verses serve also as warnings to those whose heart is far from God—those
who may affirm a correct, but dead orthodoxy. There is, after all, always the
danger that the spirit of Ezekiel’s Gog might hail from our own hometown.
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(38:4-6; 39:3,9)? Does the literal description of these weapons rule out the possibil-
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ity of a well-equipped military in the future from Ezekiel’s standpoint? Fir st, modern
police and military units use items that are modern versions of these. Then, too, one
might reply that from Ezekiel’s point of view, just as he describes the nations from
what he knows of them at the time of the prophecy, so he also describes th eir intimidating armament—that is, in terms his first readers would understand.
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