Chapter VIII

THE IHALOCUK AEtER THE ENTRANCE OF THE GWTS

M<a thr riud imwnsi™Eon of the on altar, th© priest,
putting imside Htet gwmet imd let&ng hi< pholtfiiirm fall free,1 bows
Jm lk'ad and futye to thu dc&goii &timdixig on his right:

1 &  NMIYM:  Ritmembtr ma* brother and cancelrbront;
b. ~awfinl1May thu Lord (7ol remember yom* priest;
hood in 'us If.iu"cloni.
I, a. Praj for mo. huly master.

h Pritdd . >[;iv the Holy Spirit porna down upon yon.
am! the pOmMij' of the Mopt' Ifi*h uverthftdow

YOU.
C. . Mity th* s&mo Holy Spirit *onotiebrati' witii
tin .ill the day* £f our Ilift*
HI, a, Rfln»?inbpr me holy meEister

b. Priest: May tibfl Lard God rGihenilwr you in Ins
kin”riuni, tdvitkys, flow &niJ forever imd ntui>
ugr* 1ir

Dtanon i Amvu,3

1The eromnmti nthric " -fpirtmz. -ri imtr-! in e*$wli4

'Frr* in tEjo fn(i ihni thf prtrmiive. ttm<shaped photmiion ~

nAony in frenif, Im ; lum p To 1Jm m ur-rriifif! ertftly rtu jiround H+'IMJO iJh
cAtabmnt hud to gut-her ii ' n frnnt iN nHw t* fri* p= h*ncfa foi ritual
gce-Htnrfifln - For fchta piippnMft uomot-initm ~uf.tons wei'u provided EKurowi tin.n
ft-onl nt birssH li*cn]. I visir-L  'Ugih iii 11He taint | mlti WCrt Inmrl wimil to
hntit rt Ftp, thus providi/igf thin freedom -i(" m oveui fltt w h w m ~ evuiry lcf.
L-Inw~ 110 &lii] m1 in Tulm- ] of Drevnvirii wttijsLfifWw Irtfi'it.  Mi.HKOw*

in (114 M-itrn nf \ii’lirexK I. ai. m-J-

M’ f/E"iIV. pp. :i70-"so, F~r rtonvonirjjfif» in reforririf  tho i.-rii, v
fbllrjir fditf diviisinriH pivun [Jty ftiUES, £3 pp. 4i*Ml.  .Koto tljut the
Oreolc toul Sisvie teste fflf O] ttc taw thi* fititfp w10 civ - fOitowinir
liIKuMly the el nwr of MU |5 3N iTufF th™ mahnuig m ib»
in nptmivt* Jik™ 3K in thfi 1i”Ttsing fifjloyU]? \hv anaphora - JIAS and
OHid
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To fUu\ the only serious study ol‘ this dinlogUe t« a brief
sirildn by A, S-J.J U&Ilug this pioneer Study ns * starting
poult- we NOfKL to carapleto ami — where iutcAsary — modify
yoi:mvlit.sf Ruf;fl conclusions on thic ba™ia ot ret™ mt lilur™ture find
of our otvn fltitditt* in tlifc MS tradition 1

Parallel Formulae frt Oilier LiUtmiefl

A similar request of tli* pel&brJWit for the pmyors of his fellow
mimature ih eomioonto several lifcLLrgies, botIx Enat&m and Western.
Tlio ttoman orate fralres is but one of many formulae toim&rly
ns$d In 1l Woflfy, 4 Ptay, brethren. thftt my merilieo aud yours
iitiLv pilfla&ing Co God the Father jvloii“thty 1 Other Westerti
texts tikk louyor iu. twso sbow frvtin more feftriy similarity ol
thiti ritual in both traditions. Hi* example The- Prager-Book of
Ckarfc* thf Bald. written about 67ti+ oonfcain# uuder the rubncS

ffrundutfi S arf pro wicf.rdotf tfmitido petit pro $e
orare, our vctrso of l.uke 1::-1 but in thp mibjunotive Spintiu
NVMITitw In te ri virttos oififxitni tJutwbrH if, followed by

PsjUni 111 4 fi: M mw xit vmniir nacrijfoii tm <t kofocatuium f™
piiujJU ft'at.  Tribuai tibi at'Cundvm rot tuuui w OHi»( CPTUtitium kium,
cottfirnwi let frbuih th~ft another brief praynr in jujded 4

\\ (hr Jacobite iitnrgy., fi“bi' i'Tut the Utvtiou tmd before tb«

1 Haks, DUIthywi, pp. tIS-BI. A infoa rpeunt artje)" it of TS. Djes-
>y, $ina. liturgti svfetftttfo tfifinnto tftatousto, Rogfittlov-
jrkitf Trudy IVN\ Moscow, m «, pp. UI-LW» Doanov comm to
the riyVit Pencilmiftn uonccrrun”™r tha “~nfuaiun in rflifiIH iri Xl of t-htf
Wixtnit rtT'ypf/trt, hiri ftrtiplft iti ~rwilly li-iuh'il hv LY oot lit-
diNogHH  lbm iloi'l noc cire IMatt aiKi to*™* (jnly i*" N
CHH Ami Jiy » Jtaivy apptvscb to the nourtuH, M cltw tliffifou™niy
iLftotrililGd i*xi of Psi*udo-Frr>clus rArdtiiK tin- mtllntiolty of thfl By-
mntiiM {p* 1s3). conisiijcri | ~ndet”opbr.....0s' ctramwmtfttT ="
»ih cmitur\ fWim.: 1> LSa]. a»ici mmuHhrauuiiln cerlnin elwnmia sre
ttn tuituintd 1 th') cttrly Nith<p]op’ MsS of I'11!t ii'ti bceaiiM they
Y yifi mtH'R 4 ilit- liturgy, bm IyfliiiiK' <f tilt lintnro rif tj» mebolo™y

u Ixmill ton pfidsL Bad tMrftretAr.+iLlic™ »\ ih<t anient v~i™lon. of
CHR_ (pi* _ L _

I.] Mtm bn* betm cupockity helpftd in provuluig i*w in™’
rini 1" HNdy  “N- nrr *Un Cfflbriolp 1VmkI(f

fur (nirAMtiti™ cert»iri pnrorii Maxoofning Hp ovolutirai cif tho diAlogme text.
[ii Jin .‘nrd”~r draft ttf LAt t-haiitrr-
wJJtf responw " .Sflistipwi.,." it a l«tw addition wc-ording tn ,Jni>o-
Mimwfuftl SoUwrin-ia 11, pii. bSi#Y
T) pp. S3ff. For other Liuin that, omptoy “aj» test,
of. JX pp, ST n- 37 and SB tL 41 ; Raww* Difitoptf* pJs.
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pax. the pnest says: " Ny brethren and my m aster, pray for mo
Hint my nacmite be accepted.”' In the E”~--Syrian tradition the
ntual ik more fi% Asrolopod TWo ... ritu rxfces on a spedulL
importance because tbo =itutoriali rrAilition hud a primitive form
dl collet:tohrarion in whbieh otily one jirigrtt. ptad the $icharistfo
firrvL-r.% I.'n the cfi-rly ehiiwli, this wr*i4 dent? by the bishop sur
rouuded by his pri**byt*i-mm. The gu custom, hm vpr
wtu fen- tile arehdttjicoji to rolJgol juwt Imfa™ Lhr> ann”~or* one of
the pm bjtditt I>y tUIN. fop 11ds If thuro w a W g*
number of presbytery, orn~'s (ii.ru WnuWl vcquj* farefe an$ it i&
iijjutiii'fttttndjiblo that- to (jhoseu gr”~ebjptfli, covered with confusion
by the honor wnf& wd on Iujn. would ha most tiBfnsive in
nta ri&TBronce* fraprmiion of imworthiness ,md request Yol- tho
ftrruoEK ulrhfa coneolpbrwiL* ft* ho fLppronohed the altar-I* So it iw
Not surprising that the Nestoriutt liturgy has * highly evolved rit*
<t dcp&st-nro from tHt? licmii uu] oUcf™hy fitf aiiarc  vric-n Auniemus
preparatory formulae, aiming u-hidt to n lengthy dialogue between
the rhQ™oa priesr -md his oattcdcbrunts ;

I\iflst: HIt*, o my Lnfd My brethren. pray for m<- thnl
Thir 0JW ing .- rtceomjitjlin] at my litmls.
Contei*branl?: God lihd Lord of all rttreuglhed you to fulfill

Ju~uriil anti recciv* your otforlng nnd br- weU pleased with yovr

'LEW , p. 83,

“t K UESsS G, taimo wns A mjnt*M~rniicn Zuchijristique dmi-t

Iti p* CoHI*Ar, Sijndicnn t&xS!

I1H)*. v ; thu Synod or .j~fi iinclpf INF CnUJi]itiras Is~y ~ | fcMrf.,
1 Mi) mLiM tl of the fmmfi Oithnilitn»’ cfipjy to Janies, bishop nt
>mt : Uri» is tfi cOBMevnUp t- Ut imeflouted fyr rhii office &lIH-ad

f 1t™~ bul rtrfly at tJ« moinmL wlitrii thn bishop ami pritetM r«M?iv« the
pax from llw *liar W  ¢”~hBiTRV it atnuhif thniUHolvAfl dou* thfl ppdM e**flti

] the who should wiz”~cnitv [ihi4 .t f> 430).

1 Yjlh fimotum uwyjfd fl=Ni ... . r/A b«*«» no ono. ktuiw be
fiipplijukl wh.. was rhr~an fcr bhe pr.-v2irt r Mc].
ni yery Hra,lg Verms of the gr-“rowM qf cliim honor r fLThc- pm t «:lio »
M Ivi tad to Thj wieb»ting thip siujrifinp. Ix*rw in Jmn”~Ir Uio I(f ti,0
Lurd ,ti L~r. hrmi- [of H HJttftttopj Ilmr. 0 pHwt, ~hithor you h*Vo
hntu advanced by iw«»ur m( ymn- wdn-r. HtAiid m yoqrXord and
finnnuT ~OTr ordej* 44 it is fitting. Sw. ynu lirtva festtv ffio&ed above
..................... . m[K°V | ~Mrupliirn... be ... bIfWjjfch +i[i.t withflrtit blam,- jj~ in
cfnuii*jajl(l«<a ynu. in tfirn %Aifj%i t)ir prJ~t uliibiidu in hour, nor tan
iiuM  Donripfu-e wM.h tho j~c4 tn«(A whtdi In- is (kfEvnnftiw]," UJom tf
iid. i ONJfouVvj Ndrsai, p, 1),
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Hnuriticf: for us anti for ynuraelf n4 for the four corners of the
world by the p'ace nf lim compA”~ion fortvfr, amen.

| hen the prietit rcpcuta the praxer that preceded the dialogue,
and rontimtoa:

Print: Itlu(Wr o niv Jjord. Pray for me rpy bretiiren And
my ludovi(i thiii [ P mjeounted u-urlhjr ro offer before Otir
Lord Christ this ~rterilk* living “ud hofy for mywlf and for all
thu body of the holy church bj the graw t>f his eompassioali
forccecr, nmeii.

And tho ooiiMct>nints re®Hmd jIh% the priest repeats the prayer
once *gam.u

The acrcxtu* rites of these liturgies have in common the notion
of preparation for the coming RAorifice, itfi acceptance by Uod the
confusion of the priest. at hi* unworthineas and inability to ac-
complish unaided mien a m-d ministry, and ihe consequent need
of divine help

Tin- Meaning of the DitiJof'ue in the Byzantine Liturgy

In the liturgy of OhrysMwtom. moat of these elements are found
expressed in the prayer of w.resffua”™ bill;, the dialogue limits itself
to tilie theme of divine a”i&tunce. And in accord with Byzantine
euohnrislie lhedoifN -h uxprewwd in tim layers of the liturgy, this
power |h &1.(ribuled lo tin; Holy Spirit..H As we shall ieo when we
study the evolution of I-he text of the dialogue, the primitive kernel
is precisely thin prayer for the dotieejtl of the Spirit from Lk 1:
0. & theme whiih John Damascene Units to the eu”harist:

Whiti'vi r Oifl iloeH he does Uy ik power oi llie Holy spirit,
itrul now too [in IS- i-ncluirist] Hingfc that wupaks nature and
mmu>i he indk I'Hood -Npt by faith an  dorif. by the poorer
of tinr Holy Spiri'-. Hurt r-i i1hi- he said the hivly VirginH
for 1 know nol man Tl-e .relangel Cubrhd replies, ::The

» LK H\ pp. 272U73.
NCf, l«inwi ntmptor X,
J* Uaks, DintetfWV* pg>. ; MaT*0#, 1,’aetivn dv J&At!"jfrjIf'ft, pp. 1&3-
208- QN rtUi ttit jiiivniy I'Xpr-msm in frw uuaplj™n* >T BAS; ,c... Do not
i" mo udunld Jlii- gt mm »! Lhi ILt> i”pirik frrjin llic o *:. (i

gift* I* pr W HI-22) -  noKt tv ft'emelinurs i&eorpornted into tbc
usrt of rlitf cenjoiner. tivo IIn* yjal prey* u i >niy for Ihe /pirii to
dolK™"mJ bfit lo " romniti with y+ ami pnnceltbtntc wHli u« all Lhe

dnyH of our llfe+t iPurt* Or. 1509t p Si).
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Holy Spirit wilt cornu down upon you and the power of the
Mont tlitth ovrrahadott you." Yon also ask now how bread
bi'corritH Thimbody *if fTirisl ftmt ivino find water bis blood. And
I <iy tA V'ii ilint Mo Holy Spirit uome™ again, and accomplishes
what in mcom-t'ivabje and incomprehensible.4

At least in Lhh. tost the patristic foundation for the use of Lk
1:35 in our dialogue is quite explicit.

Blit whit doc* astonish its. is ItutL in our dialogue Meat words
ore addrtwd to Uu Ixj th* prwM | Petrus Arctidittg (1563-
Ititiil) in hjw Js* concordiu loa™ o0 pointed nut. this aberration in
the tcxtufi rrceptu*. After citing the game passage from 2)t fide
orthodvxa |Jwhich he fnisfrakenjy refers to as chapter 14). he goes
on:

O runt cuujuiin I''Vnbyter t»lidiran« simuT cum Dbu»no ... dfoit
SrtncttiH HUmMm< iuPi .. -Sic >nm legt'nduni est m lJitnrgia ut ve-
nnu ft viuimin liabeat ... Quod autem i~ fit tiorrrgen-
dnin W legi'rutmti raaiiifeste winstat, ox liturgia lacobi. ubi
nailtirn v~rba oa™-m rliimut ad KA™rdcftNii, 11

Cnh'ir too., firgues against the text aa found in the printed
editions. though neither he nor \rcudius ofters conclusive argu-
ment* from u thorough study of the MS tradition.I®8 Such a study
does support their objections, however, as we hope to show

U Dr (id* *yrt3utUxn o, 13, FQ fll, Ei-il,

inDc eotx*otiiirt ti*rh nifw uni.-UnfdtrH ti oritintalis hi scplem mcramtntonim
adminintratintw, Pfiriw 11J, JIH, pr (The ilialoci.ie in JA'S from
which Art'UiUuw i1fffin s Jihh tin- ml. h in thtii prdjier order. Cf. Mesctceb?*

p. 100. 11 ft).
*(io.uta p. Ifiii. \13. Th« volWinies given m this edicloai of Goar

ri-k If th*. mip'." wvn ILIANIL-r-:=! tt!' thp iirNii. L-iUtiunT Paris. Lfid7_. We give
in bracketm tin: projiwL- pnp-s in iin- 2tl {Y».-iueeT 1730}, As lJlakr
point* on! iftiatogu*, S tv Ciitra argument# at* not the Ho
refer* to Ventta r&tniiom, foL 02 linen 9 [p. 7fl]ff M S Htgivm, fol. 10i5
tinoH K [p 02), Cr™pt™Mf. iiliiid I"lIfromfilwt, B:ii the 11 Veneta rec*t>
/A il follr vr 1> ts.riu* rtrtptuf, au<i fo]. 106 fp. J>2] contaios tho pdiii‘ili
of BmnitniH, whit h i»rniln ;In* iliul®vnu intimly. Co”~r prubahly metvnt t<m
rofpr (o Pori* Gr 23%09 (1) [p. M), wltich ~rive-s jturER ri-1il uf the

>L- -t jjrujvrlv  ttwtrphuted* Fi/Tfsmalu-f a:nl Giyploh
1. C»tirjr "f. K-‘lovi. [tjj. 2fll-2 Liini noifs 14-Jii. BAS of Codtx

rrfrvtnatu* givpn 1h~ dialogtif in iti nuKi primitive' rrtrm.

19
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Yhr Evolution of lilt Fezft uf linj Oialo”™ m tinl1'lS Tradition
L P*ri {

Thu iir*l part of fiho dialos:n* ertrt bn dinpprtswd with fpirokly.
Eirvoa rightly points out that it i» ft addition wifrEt no support
ill the WNMM tilFU|rtioi] 17 1t it not found in th" MH of any Greek,
SLmr or OricaTtfi.l ihieHjotogy, dUtfLsisi, or urrhipmt.icoti nejfcb one

ix(l«])tlojii. ihv- tttfch jneUtiiTv o >kw litfoyifa hibL 77&1S If; is
not. in hinj edit-te priiu-f.pv of 152(1 not 13mm Venetian editions of
1fljjN tty | \fs for nit -wtt ImoTT it. trHt HAp”~ra in lhv Venetian
6dit-J]ou of 15711 find. oveii today it is uoJ pmr oi tbc? tnxt; of the
miiLInmfun i;i tBw Qfovie Cinwmk.-'3

tEMin thtmry i the tiJdgin o E (his Jnrl of Mk dialogue seemfl
jjldLi-iljim  Ho belieYGOs it is jiist a repetition of what the deacon
say&to tl«j |uir&d fis be enters the saaotuarv at the Gre: Knt-rauoe :

M.iv tho Lo«L (iud Ttmemk-r your priesthood in liifi kingdom,
always. now an<l forever. and unto =1 T>* vrhidh the
rr.jilics . f*slay the Lord irod remember your diiiconate in

his kingdom, always .,,T-I Or perhaps one nvijrht consider it n
Papons* to this prayer. la the diutixein Id" JStknikf bibL G6$t
MWou? St/tlod $81t *rnd Philofthens. the deaovn says t» llte priest

In" c'sittjfft: " Remember me, Lord, a winnor ", to which the
jjrofti annwetft: " jf&y the Ltifil (Jotl tfonuernber yon m his king-
dom 'imm ihiM the priest- bavin# prayed O4 liftfc tleaGon, &&kb hia
praytir In turji, as in fcka textua rewfflvs, p™ti | :

I*riwt, ; Pifty lor nat> brotiLu-r ami .......... bbrrmtH
Dw'Oft ; iViey ihf Lord ©od wnwniluT yrmr priesthood in hi*
kiiigflom.

At Uiy illitsv tho ATISS (Jiow (Jutt. tliLs wits m>t ». purt of iJie original
dmloguo, nn<L frc think it belongs to the gronthigs eschg-Tige™ at
tim ftntrainee hy the niinisters iMitii tJJo |>eol4 it well fta aigoh”™
themwlvei, fmni which the I'onini®inoriitioiv at tho CIT'tl Entrm<3)
evolved,

** JritoloplVr. M

AWTIKrPELAS] f). S> j7. in dm ciplLittrci: us,..

[J Ti\K H, fl. 41.

BfArtiwWufc, Mo&oorwi  1#7), ft. AV 17rHmud Witrulbws 1y li. f. 'Or.\-m
< [t 4].

11 Ra»W. Tor. rjL

T IM TnIt>rPELAST pp. &]0 m KgAfivuHUY ouv* Yitw'uk/, p, %f.
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One final rrm.tr!; oii thi- u-xi of part |I. Raos Las drawn
attention to the itpj.lir-iitinm i=>f oho eliith«t wnwleWnt
XiiTWJPY"~O tit the deacon™ Though none uf the eady of

E ™ *0 the <feaoonr the term is commou
in Greek 'EM Agiral Htor=ttuffi itild goes bnck at featf to
M. Cmih. ir of Keocae#aTia (All Rvoudu-Zteim aistf expiring
Unit thy earthly hierarchy > with'the estate!**
rtM-he 10f.,iTtrv itself, the CoiutM dfcigyrita © 0{ til6 introit
rftfors to the iw *W .iny i™.is f-rmteswd”™we) who enter
ivilh tins cdwgr* Sine* Rymntinn fryjwio/iy often. presents the
jLngola vested & deneum”™ and tho <wimmcnta&rrs describe the
dfiftoon* jis “forming the »ngalj« mlniutry it, should not enrpmrs
IWto «e the. tcrtn Jegjbcehbmnl " applied to the dewjon. as
i-s U] bishops. presbytery tifie cdratuU hterziruZiy and oven the Holy
pint. All jituticipa,rjt-& in the liirar™y roturtlebrate. each iLcooTding
to hi? rank.

2. Port* //7///

«) TAr (M RrttfiMon of (if Ji<sl>ptt in CoHZtantinopt, and
stuty ;

fn the earliest sources, part M a-b. i* wen to be the iiriim
t-no Hemynl of our di%gue, BAH in the mt-h c**tfurv v *

mf JohfuuLLgbcTg has the following rubric at the transfer of giffc:

hlr.rm dtpartmihir & prflpwwrtinr vtitntva a preterit &

ﬁort tetfttfiDium m&nNwm, petit \fipmopu9f rotmisftsw « ferflw
msfViy'tURL

Bpiritus snnctiirt tmpm Kinfrt In tet & uirtits Altissimi uhuin-
brofc tr & cunmvnisirijt tilg/T

1be rubric in the *out>-mporaiioous Cmtivc Pyiv*naltts of BAS in
oimoat Mu<itly the same;

* ffiafrjfitif. pp. jfTA4ti-ds.
1Ef, W > //. refero# to LiiL.rlpihopft OMiCflirhrabwiE with (ii.= bafchoM

LMAWAL 1T 5'J2-3). " 1
HDt tatl. hier I, Pit § 17%.

Jdif(F, ph 3tS. 21-i™ m : Tii,s rt«ttm i,].« Ih i'diunl B t}w prepn-
r'fctory P»yer bMiorfi thr EEturgy fn cioanjt "Mku# fifth ~ m~fxSScy-
ntMi. a. pp ami t» PaUiitat (Muiibtov. R materwlam.
p, 10}. p * pmyei is omit-tect in Oouf willtian of this cod”x, probaljv
b#04UD It %4 tjtbo of {of, fioAHE-X SB),

" Cf.-um”™ucij, p.



tjiiAPTENTin; irti oinujctt after twf ffirrfcANnh, op hie kiets

~rtijifr ihf vwhitvj hand*., th? hwfivp JAE, miniitirs
(WhtupfcW?) to pf'ty for hit*. And thfy dtiniyr: May the Holy
Spirit tiyntc dowu Upb yyn ..

Uoth those iourtittH am wibnosHw to tixe 10th ueutiuy patriarchal
liturgy tif Clonstantuioplt;, and present the diulogwo in iftca most
primitive form gxtant iu iihtf rite of the Great C'hurdi.

In Itaio-tJr*LiJc nourcoa W& find the flrat indication of our
i'ormuln in codex Grottaftrrtdu Gb IV from the tiecond half of the
IlUth century (BAS I CUR* IF. 7i\ -Ir)r HovflV-en* in this >fS.
oor earliest witnof-* to the formula under difliiuBSion.” the prayor
for the descent of the Holy Spirit i» presented not aa a dialogue*
but as ft prayer riftid by the prieati

o/ (/m AT been kn ih$ niiur |
foirw U-the riyht nrul -praya, aa-tfinffi May tho "Holy (Spirit coma
ilqwjJ; upbfi mVl jlild tilt [hjwef of Lhc Ment 1if}] o”CirahadokF
mu mid coiicolehrittvil.n me, the Lund the King of giory.
A* Itfirrw to tht f'4t tfdjp ; .May 1In mi me most. Holy
Spirit comt! dcwti upon ihll and ihp Doi»rr of the Most High
OTTerrshtnloiv. MV ;<N coiiw Ittbrfltf with mo,”

IVg shall dircuss later thv reasons for thg non-dialogic form of
the prayer m this MS. 1lie important tiling to note now is that
s text proves thr antiquity of the phrase m w-ry the Holy Spirit
com-olHbr&te with you (mu. ub) '* and ita original connection with
the procodin” Lnkatt vokjo,*1 This i& conErmeil >y tSt™ Constattfci-
mVhfioStan fiotfes Ftyf-onwta-ff and version of Johanuistborg airily
cifcftt Thft only diifomico 'P that OrottaftrnUu (Ib TV repeats the
ivhoio formula, with th™ variant incipit Airro tl. Trvouta,

Two other earjy \Nilrj-i.iruek codices ffmtttifiirraia Zd T1 (AD
IOfIO) f. 64y. and fit AT (Uth cftnturj) f. i\ to a”rco “vith
Ob IV. But since all th« AISK give arft the intipit# of ILb-c, it
I irufjossiblo to t™M! whether tlie text is thr tinrj» aa that of Gh
I V or haa stlready ovolTetl to”™id the te&wi re&pta# in which the
vaffie of Lb 1135 Is st psirated trom tho petilfon that th™ Flo\y
Spirit, concelebraf.o with lihe priest.

« TIOAK', [a 17" e f
6 Mill tiul thii IftyT 11-12tb r* Crotf.. Gh 11 rth WiiF I=SUYL  Of JA-

COB, Fortnvliiirf, p. 1SO; Dologue, p- 45
ACHH. T' - It.  JAN . "rl Nint™Nitt giiinetost m\thnt for
v il wurfautH tn IK> tubticn and t)ic of &* pTimse “ Lord

if- Kijfis. of pl™ry -

*l'Jacob, P mwlai™ pp. Iw -iftl.



evolution or Tim TKXT

The prisfaw recension of thp drogue probably comprised u
request by the ranier oeleferant for tho prayers of r.ho other mini*-
tots {LLa). hut npti newtfsariJ™ ettpress&d in the text aa a jixnJ
formula {iff;, Oa&w Pyr&matw the version oi Johrtiuu&b™ omio*
finhsh Museum AdtL M060). In reply, th* minis-

-ILT™Mjvd in rjhn words of the angel bo Mary in Lk |: Ho (I'1 Iv.
Later, to fch* I.nUn lex* was uddbd the clause 1L
*4i ' lint wn in code* ffaMafetfatu Uh | V and in the torsion of
mroWnsberg A further - or perbaji# parallel — development,
pOBsjhly of IUilt> UMk urimTin. was for the miin isiebrant then to
repesi ow his conoelabr&ztts tht uanu? prayer with the variant
mcipti A£t& t6 tt~"&pr This is hour wo would infcerE>ret 11/ original
form ol the text j* it has come down to its in tfntffttferrafi* »
TY. iho rtnaoii the latter eorlex has abandoned the dialogue Form
is that it d*mhon a liturgy without eonoolobriting presbyters, hub
thO rubrics uii.nidfny fele prh&t to tun] to the right tend to the
loft, bfitray Un- fad; that it toa once a rifrlogu# with the eottjcel-
brants ranged abing botli sides ol' the ultaj a

One later sfjiim- of the primitive rewnhion of <'HR, Port* Gr.
m . un early Jdj, enntuty *r$ ipjiarontly of Orif*iAj oriprm

U“) UK the dialogue in ir* pristine form i e the
Mr/le petition from i.k | : 3> nnr&pimtcfl oml without the interpo-
lation. for the Boly Spirit to cojieEebrafctl:

Owhw* . Blew holy iingelt; AW Sy&WAH].
Pliant: Mmv the Holy Spfigt wtiv iluxwn upin ul and the pmvrr
Oftin E&ar | overshijrjo™ imnJwiiys bow and feavnr

rtjil untd ages 6f ugu.*1

As m £fra/fo/rrruta ''ft /r_ The diglogue has be«i aecomptliLtod ui
* htuigy without winoelebrtttm# ptt»bytei», u phenomenon iil*o
oheei-v;tbfo in the 10th century diata*is in Univgrad Or. 123 itiuf

JV, in whirh the Lxikan petition m said over the gifts,**
This Jttftj twplain its dmplioHx. i-e. tht (ibwnce of the potitifm

” Trfc. o*)  lucDti  dfiwr>\"r«(i reiiiiiin™t# nf the wflme type or rite m

o pes : N <l i .

g/ct:%ﬁ, oo iy N, ﬂJJJ\{“NS-?QﬁI’N‘I:!Lb , MSI, ifll_%)h rtiiHl t$ Gfm Oh 1V

y. P »L Uu ill. I'm .«. «w«tt OrfHafemh A

A 1L Or: oV ll.a-b in 1hr- dialogs <\Nm-k Mc mui fifr 7ti0
ha* Bless. tttinCV* unit thv inripil nimJ,h r*W., p i«ii

» JiaLAsiiiciu.-r*v, Maunrffr p Tr. AJ«* sw N MS Prf*r*nm™

(!3ih G| ill tthicli Ibu c*tyrt |k 1 ;35 Trhilc coTerin®

ST L 4 h, the < Car S



2')". crn”utt vjit; tiir, m i a r«ii tjiii «ki'*.\nch iif thekiw s
lor Jlolv Spirit to QortQefobtftUr and of pitrt ITf_ Bat il
eijUAIlly ixjesiblo and we shall neb thist eoriiirmed in the u*w re-
duction Of ffiw dialogue - lhat the in”~rjiohiiiou for tlio

of the Spirit had upvpr won a fierraanont jdaco in fhc old
red notion.

As for frifi diamond injunction 'mHibsh holy angel*, Jacob
renl furies tliAt it seems to be a tr™iforcn&t]on, ol the cnnginal in-
junotion ktlsmft le aens tie IS litnrgie *)dlwtn.hhs] Perhaps the
fob$&nE ure addre&ftin™ the JBdftf&ift whoatt comeeTobmtioii was ro-
Mijenticrl in LIif pra”~r of the iihtwili. At :uiy rate in UyMMatiTio
typolof™ of thfl colestia-t Ittmrgy both priests txnd ara
(inptotod EH (Hig&te-**

b) Thr mHw 0/ (Pe IHtttogun:

Tht>"s older usngi't soon give wAy before two newf>r expamkd
fi>riu* of rhe dialogue. ivitioh appear from thn I£ih eautmy oq Iin
all familin of the MS tradtUOtt: C-onut:ttH-inopolitiui. Otr™ntatt,
I Alahrirm und SiciliiUi. Oriental, sit weEl m) in the monastic diitaxcis-
aiul in the ijeoivian and Slavic vcrnioiu

() The W Ooii&firiiildiapGlibw ftttftwion \

Tlu- now weaflion of the dialogs lic*t appears in tknsfemti
iioplo, in i'llft version of Leo Tuscan. It is oharoetori™KIl by th.0
itbwanee of rtixy petition for the Holy Spirit to ccmeelebrato. and
by ilm addition of part- 111.

til depodtia .mTtrti# p&mbm tftijjfl? m rtfm in trwi*
I"X-ptntxo jwplv ff \WiHfdfttfdr  thi*Uitni sQcerdoiib*Us.

ficti Q?rhypreafoytefz Grate pro me, nacerdofefi

Qm Efriktiw Hh<tUH uuirntsnist in re Ft nirtu*
iJtiroiraj obtimbret tibi.

fiv ;vr-.i - itti diCUfti ad on  M<intjuu n.ulri  tUimme.

/ft *pw reapiMtffcf, Hjomor >t iirwtri domimtt dfus in regno
h

7‘'my/ vttxdunl ft f i cryVY/ferwi A
« nmifrv, m™MrwrriH - i g7
M« fiff fiMKJTE PAIK*m

** Ewrnukt+rtf p. ) nis ,, A )
| ftrx fxajnlg)’\? Mujl-ET,, N VAthQUI iilaton 31Sr- s iy, J J
23h iz 3 ifil. /" \NMTkJ N

AIH X XIX 2 XXX 12
£ iFiiceati- f- liso,



KvnM n<» fH tm

The 12 nth Deatoj j.alrindxal nto (*f the Gjfcat Church in
Muttvnt Arid 34QGQ ii* of tho Millie tradition. The patriarch
boy tti Wk confdebratfng prjffltM jui<t iJtcv fray May tlic Holy
Spirit come down upon you und this power of the 3I0M lJlivh
overahadow you. RerueitiW iu, master,” And lie i-cspomt
Muy the t.(ril Jod remember u&in hi* kingdom always. now..." =
The Aivmc recension of the dialogue ia loimd in thr Uter Greet
mojuwtic diatasefc indyding llint of Philotheus,I* in wtnorom
MtfS nf tbs Shivoiiir; version,™ and in frlit 1.3th century MBS ™
Uin Htui'&y wf Otektito.u on the wtern. roast of the host
iti Italy. thG church of Otraiit-u reiiwjin*nt in dose acmtfiet witift
I onatant :iu'[jIf unlii the Normuli iup&aiuiifi, and it&'litif £ical
- purnLy toual pré&ctiura ttp*|4 . Itru CWUritino politic hv cum™
[[fldnon with the uajLgts of t/alabria and Sicily.4 And thus the
OtTAIIUtl dialogue as \n Tuicim oxcept for I[,ei rT'r-,iy for me.
btothr-rs ’ ) uAd the addition of pw :f» At the md. ;ifter the ci*tum
mn ending MTOTz. This » undoubted! v Attracted
to th* dialogue by the uae of the Lukan w r* uf thv Annunciation
in part TL j& expanded in the Hlavonin recension to include the
rrat the Virgin** rehouse: * ™ ir <Imw unto me (us) iitfxjrdiiif:
k> your word m (Lfc J: 36bj.11

wry I'ljliu The rd.itinti s AMAJUTSIrtfstOn (rtibfiothi.-k#, i>, si 'm
ipl£.g. Efkntix bibl Mo (I™-LICh «] mm  rhilotfiewtf UEfh ¢) m
hiH«PILA»I pp. 9-17: %W T IS Hit)i c,\ fr. fl i-

Ifl«i of) in KitA”™>rosEt.opvt Muttfifity. *p. S&ify G
JOQr. for frxBigpy 5imn . TO™ jj iK" ) ‘4 /) (F ~r>.
I1iJ[L Otntolan sourctat w -Jjuvoh. t'omwltttfr. pn,

@ tbidn pp. JH-a42_

Or, 344, AU_NT77h tf, IAXr%j CSiZl ¢c. MPSS Korttrut*
hM 0 led. Kjccd.”~, CHItFP. SO: BAS+p. fiOp jre™ f, i3v)d
£ CIIK* f Hrv/h f 7Nt tl» 14th «iuur> 8h*t
ro~ii% i BAjS, f. 3<ir : rr [iViTKtEfKicu JL pp. -Auj)

itho Otmnlun version of BAS. IS-UtU eq «nd Ib., O(™ntan rov/r,r> of
Inht‘'tFj (-Ui-ort* Qfrante,. p~?j. id€. JI3).

o Thil m M ' : lit <)< in ffr. ijy. fihr.

ftinl tho. GLraiitiui .o . HAM (;:f. ih* p*viiwua not* for
Nmiirr-rii, A8 W3 11?7 m tiw SImMNIiK - ... in. dMHI 1178 (tf, m/mn.
p. flooj. Thti Ccxfe* Frtiwf w fi. k4)Jkw iin- cnflin ™lobtmj't. r*apcuiii
to Lhi jimyer of hi* roned™mtittt ( 1It> with i ILAuienhnmcn. Ho it
vicuM unta N y™r voi'tT. And nu”® Lorj O™ i-dm™mhoj-

401 Jit uh U the kiiiydnrri of liBiivmi, iilwtfcyn..” Ambtiii Or. HMQ hi* t
WIiT) tpis Th U init TR



29t> A\iMrinli vin mi UUILOGI .., i'svtwsu: uF rftr. fjiFts

(S1) The *Whic Oriental tfccensiou :

Similar m utrafltum to th& ttoiurtimtinopoiifcan dialogue, the
rrtjeusion foimrl from th* liith (nmtnej on in euchologieB of Sicilian
or Calabrian provenance.”™ ah well af in two >rSB of JAB and in
G«Wgian " Elli of irudecx ttrat Outfit $ U”th ej, is characterise*™
by the u*r of Ya 33: i Ui place of the senior fieleWftnt'a request
for prayere (I1>a)t Hort fa th* text from Gnas Georg. G;

MiirfuNt ri Ji'ci*: Magnificat*? Donri-
nuni mM<CHiti et esatUbo ih”iilm eius in idipsuin.
V4ik Sjitrituw superveuiel in le et virtu*

nitiraimii (joumbraWt til>i.
Mcmtfitti rn”tri  Domini

Sitia rti& dint  Ifruurdetur vn-airi Dciiumiui Duu™ in rtiviao sao
nmni i<mpoiv\ nun* *t mciap”™f <a 1f *aeouln *

The prcsenoB of thb variant in JAS and in the Drtb ifettfraiy Geor-
gian veraicm of 4-1tlt should indicate that it. like so many dtker
“ItaJoGrsek peculiarities ™. is of OdonUIl origin,*" Almost atl the
MSS containing this variant duacribe ft jrcpabyteral epn<*lofara%n,
and the psalm Y”ree in jublro™ed I\ the aep$or presbyter to Mb
fellow ministers. who replj3 av hi ilso tS™orgian version,

c) The Origin ¥ "W i //:

Haoft rulfeew the question whether 1ig iearfwj ragfepM of part IH
should m fact, be considered not as a part of the dialog, but
rather an tins oturtoiruuy fei'iniala ftfild by the <W-ton whw W takes
leave of fche prlowfc, us at tils beginning of the liturgy or after tteif
epiolfiBia-* Th» formulae ore the same, but wo agree with Bass
in rejecting thin thaoiy* 'Ctae formulas are already found in the
diataxeis of Btknikfi hibt. ttti"2 and PhUotheu#, ftut tfie 0110 at the
beginning of the liturgy in ateo part of a dialogue between priest

Frf. 10 I#b :"i:Uii\ M of ilj- fivwnily “ugh as
I'vL G> JH2J. AD LN, ftlilH md HAS, [T Ty, N S«™MW Y.
i¥. 1?2v-18r) Mit] jBAS. f- 5f. CVr-~~drroM // ~pRR alul BAB,
I 1lt, i®v). C#wit AffTH &Y:]. tCHR nml BAS. ff, 14v-15ft

3Sr-vd. mitt, KK vihiiM. 12 \UN fl, CnUIjrihti C«2tr |
<sfrm . CoAtt, p W
“ TaiwkKMLAITiU . firhwnMtop *btruzmr p. M .
+ He M~h™ kh nalN.l il fin iLoJiV/ArNik p-,ulmriiA - fAW*d onK ir: ih.

/SpVip-s p. KVA N «). In ftddiuuft U\ e Kinmws wf
AHIt and EBEAS inttntlimwd il al» found in tivo MSS of JAf?,
TA/ i/ttt <311 ) med PAri* tif. ~ 0$ (Iftlt (Mkh- ier. p. 1M).

* RAItK. tiiologiir. p, 11.
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and daujim.** And ita uho a* a aapirate formula after the epicWis
isa lat*r addition und not oonsieumt even in the primed editions;.51
In the varetonn of Tuwan and Otmnto (BAS; it, is found at the

of <iimliturgy Imt not alter the epfdnas.® And an the
Georgian version of Gtttz Qtorg. 5 it is only in the Great™Entroncc
dWpgiw. At the beifimiing of the liturgy hi this version thoro is
a formula taken from parr- U

Spiritus Sunr-t-u* hr- ( uQbtAcptu”

But the Ktron”st iryun”fiu agtainot consicfermg part- £11 m
ori“iopJlv the thftmi*ad oi tho dv&con is thn fact that our whole
diaJopio, Inrludin# part MI. X trxdlt»JiaUy dialog between
LOHCNflbret™ :unl net brtivrett the tun'm celebrant and the df'tieon.
fii we hope to fthow. Besides. rhe rubric &ir the leave-taking of
the deacon otswirs nftrr tin- dialogue i&finished: 11 Then the doaoon
sayu ' Amaj ' and bowing, tukes I™vti «vcl goss out.:' B

It is hotter, then to coiwdur the request for the prayera of
the priest) by lila cnnoolr;brant* (Or the beacon) a* a ra&urtd re-
npniue to the originul element of pari U, in wM*h the senior ceh-
brunt W luvu jimvcij fQr by tii“ni. This is not dear in tho
to.r(iw feffijjfrfj becfiiim? IIn- roJert have been confused.

d) The Completion ofifc Twt: the Addition of tht Pttiiion jm
th: 0&1-C&#HmHon of ih? Sp™Hi .

fho 7>i:].itioa for the [loly Spirit; to jfecm-celebrate with the
ininiflttii-rt frEo) uppeaw to bo a relinemont of bhe primitive Italian
rcen™ion oi the dialogic Il whtah the one petition for ihv Holy
Spirit, to doBoetitl and eonoeiftbrutiB (vermun. of Jofeannisberg; Oodrx
Pyrovfiulult) came Aral to bo repeated ((holt Ob IV: 7A 11, Gb
XV). then later separated int* two aerate petitions, tkn fet
Ccmtainin”™ only the Ltikan text fll.b) m in the now r~cenpion, the
fteeond thn petition for thv Hdy Spirit Ln noucelehmo with tha
irJnistern f) rc)

The evifciw intoo ~panw fo permit us to tnwc tfm evolution.

** FyL THtMTSLA”N [ 5.0; tUI~-
Br- Atimm, LY flmiu it m hineIM™wi, Atlima. 192it+

rrH r. htn with no rArrj« B ier liresl, ,, in M lo prinrc™® B
t R O nitfi rispor>Hy X BAJ? tf ih. trib r. rodei St. P&*rdntrfi Iw-
jxritil TAhrttry M$ (DWTHrKv«mj n. p. flQl. Cf. uoh- m bolow)

m'jAPtm, '/Whj,,. pp. 137, I7];; Ofrnn”™. pp. ItI 7V

*T\ii'itsrftvirm. /"™(jpjwe Mwwriv, p. (.

“Cf fw Smikiih' 1™ Nauxin of PhitathriMis <aH T hehf™l1ab. p, inj.
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Long before the appearance, of petition Il.c in its pr&senti form
(i.e/tho poiiirioiL far the of the Spirit without tto
Lukan text) wo flml in LL.b tho Lulum tcact purged of any inter-
polation {ef. /*frr« Or. $2d. and all sources with tho iot recension
of the tfialggue)-

On tho irtlier band tr? have two 15th century Jerusalem aout
coa, tlie euohology &L Ptterftburg hrtpr.rioi Library Codtr Or, 558~
and the dhitaxUof V<d. Gr. 782 {£ 1JITv),% that give tiio oM Italo-
Or~ek stmotur® of the dialogue wild's tbs Lukfili test of U B>still
contain* the EntorpalL&tion “tmd wouoelebrnte? with you.” but with
thrf Lukan fowb already eliminated from the ewlond member {HIOT
hlete is thfi tejct of tho dialoguil lisoin St. PtttfAbwrg 55%y Note
that, asitl Gt~tt Oft f\. t]ie jim--L ths whole duiloguu hiinsell
even though til#™ is a beacon pnsenfc. Xou- idm that part 111
of the tliulouue ja tn~”g il tlicae two sentry? juit ft* m th#
primitive rraiurisiort of the dmta™un =

ini njUr th, huhj fitft# 4QV* fow pitted on the tMnr md
‘pcfofiHtdi bowing to tlu- ifft with >armw he my* May lk# Holy
Kpirit ooiue down upon you |Htn.yulni' |:ti]ll liic> power ot'f.ho Mont
tligli oVrrihadmv ycJU and CtotlOd'brate wiili yon [aingu If

Iful in the >rxnc Uty t" it" rifjffi&z Ala3' t\v *flinu Holy Spirit
"XHiatahrJuto with oml with you [phitfllj i Un days of wr
Ufc, nUa”, UOT and frutver*l

Though ni’ :ti g ign”riijt of juat hoty the evolntirm name about,
ther# rantiuilly a fusktfl of tin* (V™ types, Tlio piititi$n foa
rho Holy Spirit to ooncniobratc (IT,<f) added to the text of
the new rficonnion that already tontftliiftd poth hInT unintrrpalilLted
Lukati Ceit 51ji] mcl part Ml  The eirlieat tonr-es m sijiioh «0O
tiiKl this to™t prhsoindig”™ i>f wmss ... . var-
liatits — art- Itie codices PTIMA fiY 20<%# a n1 pni
ven&ncr.& and Ambroe. Gr. 84 (f, 8% both of 15th century.

41Tliin  ftIM Inh hy Omiov hs a ! ~irsth owstjsyjt wti6*
Emifjngrt] lorntoriy to Archinin?*Tii-tr Amliony, foi-Alov supffljfoF M thfl
fi-sainn in UL M p. XJI). Tha text 4 lIA> idtK in
NiicnLiiTstfj) U, p. iwWl,

“uUn rH- iirtitin of Lhi® -\ tacob ttjurifka : *eofflme elto Fail
Sunt- m lih.  nil tyjiik’jti Saijnt .StihH*. il it ™1 pls
jurdin' ri'pnVNIU | A u™»S5d  hirn-milyiiuUnNif - cfc (fiirmwfcitrt,
p, -179 il. tt). ‘finw iijiiiiiis docs :®i4 i;jvu iln.1 TliU il-xlI of tin dialogue bAT
I'Nirdi Hji incipii wm  preijil TTiC? nurronjiondfl [7iin <f Inv, PWcANixfr 3-58
wijLje'L V' Fji

M D*irj ul I'f, jj. SOlI,

5T WA, H.
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Bui it on\y tlie Jipputtlttnoe of the prmtnd editions tbh &t fiacre-J
tihi; ;.= L.iti-.11 f(Jj- LIm c:o]]i'ii|nf)rn.tiiML o f tibo wpirit. :11. a intuilwr
of the dinlJogue. Except For the two soitrcElJfc ju&t mentlunud al
M ss in wiiitih w¢C found it aria of the? litch century or later.”
It it miming, notably. in Ihe diataxlJs «f Philotheus bat ia found

in tin' ftliftio prtttcepa of 152¢.

VarUuls in tfm Ttsit of ihe DiitluMue

J3ljNi«s& the test, of tho dialogue w&h uof fixed until Ute.
the m Hroes uontain iumiimiT'aUe Variant*. eyen In codices of the
Harno tradition or even hebtveYi the formnl ljc.- <f BAS ami OIlUi
ant!il nan\n eu”hology Hut tho vast majrtrity of these mv mi mr
textual variants such can be obfterv] m the virions text*
ftireudy cited, and do not alfcct the basic sthmUir™ of th< dialogue
Ot'tnn tim variants are am|j1> the reg.nlt of a ei?rinin liT»erty niititnty

natoH in I\ u {Orate pro jwh, Owlfi fratr& :\ t&~"co-fra
yTzec iISeX™ot) ;e0 moro often they result from tho necessity of
athijjtiitf’ &text designed 1M “iMH/olthriiliiiL. pT~.nbytors to a dialogue
bflttfwn f>fi(sa( aiifl deacon fitrrtwri; effl&u witip

Aimrerttttr lta®<ws m IT a the ~inJEffar form tlnuugboti™ etc) =
Fharc i* no propose to bo ~rvt-d in listing dl ihe”™o varitwit®, W
shall limit iMir study tO a few si”nilieant und oortimon textual

variants nr to ofaangfti) in ihv wvery structure of til* dialogue.
In lilid hieral.ii'lon af tjemijtos wo find :

Jipwing hi/, fisifij tlijMiJ, the p*itritw'h fa>HA b> £<gh Jitit “tr{
MAAS | RS, ttitn.

Anri till tawirip to hint : May thft Holy (Ipiirji tfm e tlown
ufMw you.
1itd Tkm th*y in.m (2iiihfr irw, lioly im

‘W M*puirittren -uy¥: May thr ™ ov: Uuly spiric . -Jin'inher
yoll m his kingdom,"

'Jiii. $mai Or, I$t£ (\n 1. JkIr-v, ... I nil* Ji Tumi IK.
JAH. flfi,

cil’f. fttr L'xitmplf & Oh 1IN\ ff. 7r. JIf : ANTini fir. 9&&4
< li. WX ifrii 206; titf.

A Jot wammpldt J K i T<weoh, p. (50; KnrUnlJw Jfan.
WAItt. [H] 2U, ~0; LI1IR n? il I*AS} ; Otiobvt* Or. .Ut if, 1~rj, AV,
I[ ilK M -Jlhr-vj TUr) ; Jacou. Otrnnte p : S'fUii
SYifi (DM iTFtaiT~fijj it, |:mm ifi-i d(ir>: ru n pinl basij;
nYJf (&
i i Ihtf dirtMH&is ittt bt fitl2 U B0 =1 = ['1 HAiMFiHE I m jip. h

10}; Mtwww Synotl 2% flid  Tni. fir. 5?ft (ItHAIUtfuawCj'cfrr. flfa(trinfjy+
pp. SV ICAl) ; WIMHi Slav. U n. &\> uilh) U (t MW)i vcf
= DjUTItizvyxU XL [k NU : iik~w Ln H it p, 77. adul tho p<An
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Here we have ~ curious fusion oi parts Il,c ami Ill .h that can
hardly be a traditional reading. The J kingdom of tho Holy
Hpiril * \6 rortairily an unwonted concept! Perhaps this joining of
the incipif ot Il.e (Auto to trMWa) to Lf] I>is ji (Swst that
petition 1l i for the Holy Spirit to ooncelebr&te betrinning to
exert its pressure on the new Corotantmopolitan redaction

A. for tlw* injunction # Bles*. stints we have already noted
great liberty in tinj forinula of 71.a, In chapter NI we encountered
this formula at tho Groat Entnnee, Lt tirst* appe.-irs in tho oraA
fratres dialogue in codex Meax-ivo Hr 160, which A. .Jacob describes
an an 11th eentury MS of tho ancient Italian recension of CHK.
'‘jlosely related to Hrottalisrrat<i Hit /!'«* Bvd apart from this
codex, the archi-i aticon of (»emi«t©& and dependent texts, iinil the
Jj Bleaa. holy an”el#” of Pari* <AT321. wa know of no other Greek
source thal less it In the >Ualo™uiv However, it is ver\ common
in the Slavonic version of Lho liturgy.

In fact a peculiar Slavic- redaction of the dialogue is found
rather conaisl mtly in the codices, including the oldest.:

PrirH : Bless, saints.

Kt*pr>nit Ad mulin* nnnos, lioly father. M;iv thr FToty
Spirit com* down upon you and overshadow you.

Anri pray for us. holy bither.

Iyruit. May the Lord God renumber you m his kingdom
always, Dow and forever...

Jtewpo/w : Be it than; mito us according to your word. holy
father.M

Variants in part 111 are ran' One later Italo-tlteek MS
flrotiaferrato Mo X f1l11 (14th v ) has the following (f. 17r):

Pnrl 1l.u-b
— IN, IT). 8 (* Lwvabo ../*).
— IV #2:4 (* Inlroibo tat tdUir? < h i }

— Part- U.lLb
tiiical rtt. n¥ ttthv bihl< 7$t :17rii |l rd. fliftui-elas p S1 (in the up*
pu-uL LB
w FartH thtire, pp. ISt fT. It»L
“ CVY, ill." 12th century Stuiebtnki <t Antony thr Itutnin rtwl nr Yar-
Clint \ i- Uij tftwew  S*/ttur{ .142S5Q& ami -il11-fiO-i. Xetosthvxv
tiORSSW. OjH 111 1, pp. 2. ¢c. D> six MSS .HU. i by SIniETOV,

K mtUerif)l-irft pp. s™87), Tb-  rdi> 1 "I ~hiftli is tin  I*itrrabur$ Ar-mL SIS
il_th <)) jawW Vat, &xtth 9 (JCiiahnosfu.'cjsv.  cdvnijri. p. 1W) f VU* Sinv.
14 (diflt"xfK ol' Philotbous, ibid. P, 1IBi5}; various MSS oiU<l by Pethov
sia.T, ltddtwHtw ttarr, pj..k S(?7. . Oitr.ov. Lifw'srijn, p(t. MU-1tfi./BAS) t
and Dktsxov, X>'A\wurteemitff v<poA p IKT.



CMIbrNAI. ScOPK OK THU iHAMHHK

1 ore the dialogue has Ihtm disturbed tv the custom common to
scvttsl Itiiliuii MKSS of placing the lavuhtt alter the dialogue.
fotl Ts . 4> suffice it to note that one codex. the euehok”™y nf
the euthrdral of Otranto, Ottnboni Or 244 (AD 1177)* has a rubric
ff I'»2v) indicating that the dialogue is t*“ !"m replaced bv this
psalm v”~rae ff the prifM- i« celebrating without concelebranUv «*

One MS; codex fmhron Or. 27G. tut- part IT) of the diaJoput*
take plmv; between thr JiopN and the pricsl (f. I;tv): Grotinfrmtt®
oh If {, 11t) has this people tiny the final * Amen" at the end
of the dialogue between the eoncolebrants.*n The loth (leulwry
diritaxis of codex Vat, Hr, 573 has the deacon add “ Ad multos
aymo*, master L. At the ms.| i>f the dialogue whtm the priest blassr*
him.*7 This is just Jin adoption of the acclamation of rliv people
following the bishop's bk-"sing after the dialogue in the pontifical
rite. Ft i& common Hyv.nntine liiurjfienl priictiec for the people
to aedaim the bishop in this manner when he ble&ses them with
the ZLjiik*irion and dikerion.

The Original Scope of the Diaio~utl: tlir UUtnhiitioii of Rob*

One problem with ru»|>ect to the hxtv* rerepius  the most
Importint one from tin* practical point <f view — still remnin™
what caused the confusion in the distribution of roles found m
today s rubrics for the dialogue between priest and deacon ? Of
all the MSS we havu sl-udioil, only four, nil ol them lato, have
the roles distributed ijh hi the tw$u& mcfptn$ ao thut. the |l |
prays tor the descent of the Spirit on the deacon, rather than
vice veraa: Ambro#, Hr. Sf (IrTtii eJ f >”r: Sinai Or. 7919 (Alt
[>04). f, 3ir; lviron S7S { VD 1042). f. 31r; md Effmike tribt 779
(Isth 0,)I' 1iio there is no basis in the MS tradition for the
contemporary practice. Why, then, did tho ulitto prinwps and
other printed editions reverse the proper order in part Il t Not
in order to alternate the roles in harmony with part | because
part i in it found in tho nB«ly editions.

“ Jacob Fvrmuhwer, p This may Iw (Ihl rrsnJt of Latin influ
enre. hut »]- UW of this hen? at rh™ am ad nJtart shnirs thnt
ih<’ mrriho hnd n sens? fAr Ilh« rit-e itim hrginn litre.

«* Cf- MntKTOV, A" trmteri'tbim. p. 4. In r&Mi-i Qrttit. (7b XI1X {Al'
J59J) J ITh' priest kifiwA ihfi niUir auj lilxris to rlio pniplu <fr 9r}f mi ob”imty
LliticiisH .

IvilUHKosig)/CEv. Matrriah), p. ](iy,

** "Tiikm Ho, ‘'tlti" rofiss firllije bhoir prdpor order in J AS

Mkrcikh, p. 1SO I ff).



W3 c:iii'XPihL VIII: fill uivmp hftf-H hie K?2«fi.*w,i ... iHtuntt

Xor is tin- distribution i>f ™ki& fhit? oilJy rliMtnrbihji el&ntVit
in jjfjiTic redactions wf thfl *lialogiu-. En thn ili-il "*i~ <1 Phihitliefti>i
tor oxiLrnple. wheiv <irmroles me in proper order, bho priest ad-
drufwes the dwaon wid; ijjr diaeonoflrrfcing tLtlr " JVUi-ater *
insis iiATj.

\\\ bolievB th&t ull thettfc imB&tisfifctsILHy rMuliujjK are to bs
&ip!ftined by th# original sobp”™ of the ilUloucutt In must early
sources that toidwn any <inlo™n-msit- ill. ii it 4 diitP™U(j betwer-rt
tiir bishop or ni«n cetohnuit and his ttuieefebr*tit* M Theaft con-
cMehrante ivero ranged ftbfrtit aJiar.8 Tho main cfllobftmt bows
to thffl rijclit. then tn the Joft :wuid &aks their iffjiyflrt.ta They in
tarn ro&pond with th* troditioruU vurwe of Lk L: $5

« TnEMpar”s, p, 10. JCF also .tftwer™ SynQtt #& untl Wati. (Jr. $?3V
K.ii*ftH 5S0IL\"KV1 pp. 4J LUS f Si./:/'. 15 {1 2jBr); *U

T 111 AMltiifcio Tl -11 il v moIr<iodit ttI'fe Lull 1A, 1 CWrtamino-
j>otitavi BGttwetf : BA;l nlI' rWrv {Uoain IBJljj uiul the vmivrt
<jf JnhtnuiiftbsrE iCoaHEJItU*. ~ptr.utum, p, I7-t) rii.rd aJKftflit pp. ilU-£ ) iho
vwijfm Ltso 'MManui {Jacob* 7W.™t, p. riabove. p. 2i)4; the
*rchitT»timft «r (j*rtiinti>» <t>3iiTnn-vr*{fj H, p. Al I) citflil above, p.
Otrtrnhm- source# : Jacob, OtTtinte, p. (ifl ; oodl™** OfIflAgHI Or. 314 (t. 132r)
Sinai fir, $66 IRAS. DurruifiVetkll 11* p* . O Iff?
I 20tv g It.vS, r 7mY Jud fflf 11 I1~rj M m *m.*( Bgi~Fer.n*
N ZIK (ff. 17v-i~r' »ml o injr (BATS, f- Ze< <(. th*' Hitji e, eod”™x
SfAn, btbL (T»JUfFKUtt4 pp. Ao B& in the 4pfittmtua)r CNh™a- fimiree®
ntn vttg««F v™iLh ritbricw in the plural tliat. rts-for to ncmufMnb™ttng
pr~habytarn or itnj coefksrmpi ?jtml o~h~r mtni;-.ior:1 \*\ \ tbu Utrantar
Hwi.vrvh6 JI-M 1) fil--L 1 1I-~ 1i' inmiri® norrli Coiic-r Mer/ifv/r. [cf. jhjLC  7ii)
ih'nz fi'frmmy 1T .T u f™M .li7 1.2/-""u- I -im1 -pr-11 HISVVC. ).
Tin -arly SJju ir- r—jun mi jilnmsi Mu- dliltoH  hh botwflfrn rtjji-
tvNtbrnnlft : fIf. 12L1i i-rnim-.n JSlvlbebniki juf jViiliuiiy 11- Ttotnaii and iif
VnrliMLni UKuiTiifliiij Synod uml N'fivVOfITEOZV'

uF Ovyiiuliif lit, i. jjp- -. uml of I-at. Slav ? (K jiaAxosell:
Hvtdtnij&v p- 174); and ~ibcer Slavic MSS in Itamrov. K~doumentti/j
p. . StUMTOV, IC Muteriaiw®, pp S . and OnlI<iVTiiW -

/W irp. pp. U2-U-7. \V| Inin- alse seem rertuuuiu of itn-L Wl.n,h \u iin
at i~thrr M$S I"L pp ~D27»3, 2Dfi].

N fj. fer nxamplJL' lh>  LItli t>urttury Otjrunt.fLii r:oib-x fiitrlwuha EM 0

(GHRhed. E~todaht., p. Hi: mK BAS, p- ~0) i 'vfit [thr. auy# ta lha

JUHtm anti io th* i *  xttitiditog (tf&urid *? - c-trc-lv ; Hxhy [or nw,

itj-rij hei-fi .J.,;  geo hlie> ih>i [2th wwitufj uUuggir-MeiHHiH* rtibrip ~irArl in ihfj
J> 31"

,BCt, QroUafvwxto Qk IVt iiht? gjfiiblfiffilicon of OuiniAlddr &\d PtterAbttrg
Impfsria? Library Corfefi Ur* $58-. <i)l eiteti abow, pp. 2U2,
TIm- Codex Folasctur (CIOAftl, pP. R8) hfi* w-iik rubjj' rjcb”~ jifHtlir tbe sitlifi
IRVt b«ftl €0V i A Hnn\d] iIMAMH, nip/iuf 1d hi# ri'jtit
attd to lha#ta <U hi* itft ; MypTMICHUfr ,-TT It it undfmMiMly llw gift® be
lilwnsiTif;, bill p Ich»r * ini7Nili:-Tjirewi;'~ in' -iin-li 1t rubric H-Tt* 51
rri~fin »)FHifLmbrii’ pror "dirip Lbr ! in LUr- ;= ~tlmm HLniLtc 2™ =ficlal -



uttiGiMAL SfiOPt t>r n (8 hmmk;IP

At 1 htur®jr celebrated by one presbyter with the assist UKI.
oo 10, r ad”~con. tt comJ)romlse hu(J
to be ms.de. h.tlier bo dialogs MW to be omitted as ordered
by the rubiws of Otfobnn* Or. JU mw. triuiisronnfjd into a prayer
§ 110 1M17? ] gs p™*‘ “ deaseMiJ Qil liw (01- us) ” W i,
GrottajernUa 06 /1 rind Puns Gr. m : or on the gifts as j, the
“"tov (luitiixis m codices VafK m Mid Ltniugrud m

J
' 61,0 s<*vli .Ms !'.!. #biTj Acad, rn lloti. o) ,» ur CJSL
1Ill i ¢ /\ ’ .*-
lo 'tho! thst 8 requestt’lf%rtrﬁruvur.v Le¥e» «W ek W u and
- **2  tlw Hri™t the deacon »*
Marts* 11 Ihllotlions’ d.atoro, and * fow other codices : the

doscon IS Simply nreoiTing a request formatly addressed ic ttm
eoncolobrating minister*. This. is ocutimed by the fact that ix
the Ambm. Ur. 709 (f, Afc) the senior presbyter address™
the cor.c,W,I-,,,,\W i.rictH 4s fc tlhi» opcuing injunct™,
(J,1). At least (bin uoema more plausible than tbo explanation of
wujpalais, wli.t tixjjc the epithet ua *n indication of the iiifsli
esteem m trfuc > llie diaconatt was formerly held.-1 Another
e*p:»nat.o(i miglii V that these soureots ,rn. copies ,,f 1 t<ixt j,
nhich the rob:, had airwuiy becomc confused. and th - ooi;vt»i
corrected the «*, |],t llo( bhc tejrl the (Ulljogtt# iR wMch I)u,
deacon would have addressed the priest as - Master" At mi
mate, Braantme practice is for lesser ministers to address presbyters
xg . e .
r]i:rL]y t|th”§orde5reTCD\/ w « have nnvor won th* title applied u,
(hie .VS of DAS. Sinai Or. 102! {I.HI. a), compromises in tfir
Other directum by preserving thu oonfuslon of roli-s. but chancfe
the text so tful the bIShOp does not pray for tho Holy Spirit to
(MaMlond mi  tltfi ;

Pnv (... Jlolv

Mttop: \n\y tho Lord your *u p*.
Jjtar'ih. : Itf rilemkvr iw, ho]™ uiitvtw.
Bishop : \L.ny thu lLomE (“>cfTrirm&mbctf you

litutirifiact tiMogote [V»nd In- .. hixhitvl puta wflido
UNtNMITIT in jf]- 7 ) Slotow, lLhow f. J fEARINtt
J4 f. Ji. . JTp jit ., ML {Jicstnu-. N\w ijL.rnse;s , ]ti;
— » § N
7 Cr. ulio™.. f]p A, joi

*TANMriu?;, 1. Sy
* DMTPfiurvfticy it p. 768



3(11 CHAPTER villi. TriK DM t.tUJtt AI'TJil* I'TIK IC-NI'/RANCE OH 111! iilFI'S

This text. found ulpo in the dinlogue at tho beginning oi lluj liturgy %
brings ujs to our final textu*U probkim : recension of the dialogue
in the Slavic i "innrnxk

Thr Dialogur in ihc ~hni<l £inovnik

Silica the reform of the U.LT of the dialogue in the
SUvie pontifical liturgy is a# follows:

The, lihiftvyp hnvM thrtv times.  And turning to ike right ifide,
he mys to the. concdebrantu. BrottiWwH mu] sonooji-'‘bmnta, areht-
rAJindriti-H  jinil pricfltfi, jjna} for nit.

And ‘iftrr letting Ihcir pheloru. all nti-w™. «rytaj:
May tFii’ 11ol\ Spirit corn*- don'u upon you and the power of
the Most nigii overalladow you.

The Bi-'ff.np says'. Muy the fiumv Holy Spirit, conctk’brftt"
With ua and yon lill 1kl daya of our liffi.

Th-fm Pratadeacwi und th* nih>TG: Pray for US, holy
master.

Bishop. May tlio Lord direct your sfeps.

Again they say. ltdmember us, holy master.

= Hidh&p ; Muy liie T-od Goil renwmbor you  nmen n

fk-re the iju hop’s reapoilfto jib in ivas of Sinai fUr, .1021 sk
interpolated into tbe new (VnstantinOJlJotit:iu recension of the
dialogue. Ihw absence ol" part i allows that this race 114un is inon.’
conservative than onr Greek tr.xtus reccpttm. Since thin redacL.ion
represents tho dmlo™ue according to the 17th century reform whfm
the Slavic boohs were corrooted to conform to contemporary Greek
naa™e. at a ciomicil attended by the Orthudox putnnrch& of tlir
(Jrook Churches we can probably take it jis represenliilivo of tho
dialogue in tho Greek are]doral.jeon at ( time.

The Origin of the Diiddgiie

Although the dialogue i* found in JAS Petlh, and evon in
some Latin souroes,7' it boomu certain 1-hali oxnl tosb is native to

ALEW. p. 3UR2 8-1tJ; Tjuncrr-LA”, pp. 20-SL

r Ufjwtja, f, fISr-v. (T Oitiwjiii,l Movrow. 1879, if. 3fiv-J)7f; ffarww,
rJflr.

™ For Ui Latin tsowmM, m.- note rt; frir JAS aoo MkkCfeh. p- tflO.

cifn. fir. 1970 e Gy. £3$0I)) ; i'oi tw<i MSS of Petizu in vhkli tins
priwt |-critea fji< I 1J5f foei'otu thoflnaphoiu, of, _ Pj).
2 0Tid 133,30 I Vni Or te=m . F1 m/r. lel) ml W)

i»s rp]?irdH 1isTKa).



CONTUSION

the Byzantine rite. As Rae:* joints out, the dialogue ia found
oiily in \wo MSS of JAS a liturgy that had been heavily Byaan-
fcinjzed.7”* And Pj~tkh contains fitrjo at all that is original,
But Wk do not agref with Raes that the dialogue is of' Italo-
Greetk origin.*0 Witli the exception of GroUajrnata Gb 1V, oar
witnesses are Conytantmopolitun (BAS of Codex Pyromahix
and the version of Jolmnnisberg). They show that the dialogue
w.us known in the Creat Chuieh as early as tho fO tlth century
when, it* Jacob notea, it would bo unrealistic to suppose any
Kalian influence in Tho liturgy there,11 Rather, the dialogue ap-
pears in Italy and Constantinople at iui early date and seems to
be part of the common patrimony of the whulr Byzantine tradi
tion.”

CONCLUSION

We have *een that the dialogue after tinj lireat Entrance is
a native eiomejit of the Byzantine liturgy, though it bin? I(jj par-
allels in tho liturgies of other churches. In its original form and
ncope it was a dialogue between concolebrants of at least pre.diyt-
eral rank,, and was the first element in the rite of acc*&8V$ ad
allure by which the cofltsdebraiit™ prepared themselves spiritually
for thel coming anaphora.

The primitive {'onstantinopol.itan text comprised a freely
formulated request for prayers by the principal celebrant, Tho
response of liis txmcelehrantB wa* at. first simply the words of the
angel in Lk |:30 to which the phrase *“ and coucelcbrate with
you was liter added, A further development that first appears
in ibe old Italo-Greek .Himreea is the repetition of this response
with fdao vnriant incipit Ahrb “6 r~*s”a. But (-oniitantin.oporjl.ari,
Italian, and Oriental sources retained the primitive reading of 1k
| : 35 as tlv* fo)c response in part M after adding part TT1 to the
dialogue to form the new recension. Eventually the two trends
converge: tho repetition of the one response in part Il evolves
into two distinct dome ts m. h e of tho (*xtun rficepkis); part J.tt
of the uhw recension becomes a permanent part of tho dialogue;
Jind with the printed editions part f, originally .1 repetition of or

Ti Raf-s, Dtaloffut; p. -IS.

Ibid.. p. 49.
Nfluent, FortmUaiftt pp, 179 ff.
"eibid.. p. 180



S«. Cir*i'TBn vm: iiik wm.om:* hfte* mt ikibam k mu owr?*
response to tlw greeting I* tbe (Htfiuwe boeomes attaohed to the
bsHinnini! of the dialogs- to complete the evolution o[ tho text is
itsUnds today. Eventually the u*> of the dnifcgt* In non-con-
celebrntwi liturgies lot) to a of roles that still eiista m
the texttis mtptm but that has been corrected in Me recent
Rom an CL.tiliions-a3

1042. . M3: Liturgiko*. IMS, p. 04 : /trnttf™. 1»S0.
p. lid.



Schema nf the Evoliirion the Text of the Dialogue

TJr-trxt j

Main celebrant; request for prfiyertf.
CottctltbranU : Lb 1 S5

I'rintitive Hci”ioo

("(IKSIEINTIttfOPtH 1TAN ;

(BAS of Vttdtx ~yromaltiJf anil

the version ;

Main cvti&mnt roqueat for prayats.

{.mfmcdcbrantit : May t-He Holy Spirit
(f1: tj.fi./ GQOnttelebritia 1vi(ih you,

I Irtcs.t
prr'st rved in
40rm»  sourfTcs,

ltalian : e. g. Paris

Main. cr.Ubi-wt’. request for prfiyors. Gr. a2/ 0)
Qancelebrants : Muy the Holy Spirit
[Lk and c.oncdabratf with you.
\fain fttrbffint : \fiy the Sfittf
lluly Spirit(Lk 1:35 with
vfiri.-int inripit) and esjuceldfratr. with you.

Nfliv Recension

Lntcr RdinemctKt; : (& TXx NTLS'OPQILIT.\ V
evolves into H &-b«C U, a-b
. i-b

OnjentaTljr

Pfc . 4 in ptaco
of ri. a
J, b
I, ii-b
L aTBH ooDICBB A-MJ MJiTLO PSHKOTI]E'S
IX  ji-b-c
1. a-fc

T kxtUS hxceiTi;h
l, a-b
1. al<i
m. * h



3<a CliAJ'-J'Eft vur i 1IMi DIALOGITK M'WM FHH BKTKAN<* 1liK OIfTs

&CCHAT9  TilWPOSITION OF TIilS OONOELBBKANT9
DITBING TIEK r.ITITI(UY

According to contemporary ~y/ontinc uteg*hail ooncelebratfng
priest stand at tho altur all during Nia eBdhariatio £*rt of the
fitorgy following the Great Kntranw. The bishop («r bishops) or
BOTlior couodobrant fclouO Stand* Wforo the (Otar; thfi other eonce-
I&brants aw ranged alon#ddo tho ulJt*/1to tho ri“ht anti loft But

ihIt, dooa not to hivo b&tn tho undent custom. AccordEng
to thi* rubrics iti tho version of Leo XuBcun itltor tho orate /mires
dialogue thw ruling priests

Tunc w*<&ltd ft etantes pro ianui# rancdtorum « d*xlIri$ rt
d nti»fn>. TinKfIMAwr difit ortffcmtft myEteTivru** sileiiti#
utteento o*i ~andam turnmm*1

And ft biti laUwA jufit after the diagonal adm.onjticn *: Stemun Jw
nttte that anuouow* th» anaphora, wo find this rubric

Quo ctato, fitKtrdotf rfiii jw fa* mejiic ef

titam ditxtH& coitiijtgmtM umerabik pepium difftfvnt* ...a

w ctti

Henoe only ono priori stood at tho *ltax; the oth«B. who had
hot'ii ytanling in the* «ojictuary “ in circvtfu ;’ ;Jduring tho dialogue
aro isaid ta withdraw alld stand to tto right ami loft prr? w*mit
WHAMJfortm,I' What doos thift moan ? Otta it he possible thaj;
during tho anaphora tin? ootvoolchrants utaort outaido tho sane(iuary
fc$fbro tho chaniwL enpeuially ainno the doors wers closed after tho
kiss of pcuco i 1 I'ho rubric that preoadcs t\w lifciny feftgjt the
entrance iis no helpi tt just says that the priests stund ift

*uis ¥ *  And thf> 1&nguugu usod by Tuitfan m other rubric throw*
no light on what he moan* by " pm {antris.”* Pro can mean

1./accih. Town, p. ISO- Ak Jit™b hn* dtatnorratm* "wartime* *b$p-
Uriofwn Tiicfc meant uflfljihorfl in tin- bro«d vmut, i.". tho s»jph*-
riHtie fo#m™wyt Laojudinif thi pmwomidft pruyw p. 257).
Cfr ftbvvu, ctmpt-fit IM, |51 123 ff,
Tri(friwnit p, IflS,
1 tbid,, m Idtfd in lull *bovo+ pr
eI*iri_hp Ir%.
p. Ifll. i ‘
*Hr' (lwnyw uid'l L>Ih(T rtspm ~iixi* WhtM rhp mecArtina cltrilrly 177
torviho thnrfij  of "' iHfor* ihft chancd Bg-at ™
ntl) the lirur/v 1 rfrtfljfiui "71i Jrhfr canctUo* e* jJaJM GOinm «mcto tilinrl
dige<.." p+ I»7); « Ihn Lit™ JiiiTmnoo ,+.. tfiow nw tqr&iitnr



i-Vele-is I'll" hMSIILOS U] tEIB WNCELEBftyrrS

"in or "on' ah wall &kt *before "m front of",
opposite to " liuir Ttaujn-fi ujis probably tr&nstaiiiig v rcpi tE*y
frup&  which [jI tilts plmLH’ in hard to interpret m anv way
nxcept in front of beforo "

Perh&pet tlio key to Tu*eonri eu”inati* rubric la to be found
in the uhnpn of the clumevl of Oagla Sophia. Justinian's second
rtimntu™y  Imit ufw J5 , hi*td until the aack of ConstAiitihople
in TMXA  According to Xyiiis & Mathew'n reooust™uctioD th*
chancel WUA tt ftbaped 1iiud Pftul the Sflonti®*ry clearly mention#
door> on ;ilL t hn-i' Hence it is possible t-hat the presbyters
stood along the north junl south sidca of the In front of
tho two smaller dour*. Hut wh<tk- -r Turin's “ pro iantti# " refers
to these or to tlic central Ol f‘holy doors”, we think. he
milttt he umvj pro from the viewpoint of om- standing within.

n would sitem that t'br loncek’braiU* were alongside the> mein
cefcbront lor thu onttt frutres dialogue: ihen withdrew when he
approached lJu> ;dtar lor (hr artv-MMe prayer. Other sotiTeca sup-
port Litifl Bvejhl-Jh jii- [g the Htli Century urdijftraticon of Germatos.
ihiring the Kntrimue of the My&Tirjoa the coneetobrating bis]iops
stand in double fil< " on pitibfr- side of the sanctuary from the
holy doors up to the altar 'V0O This probably explains the rubric
in the NL.h ~Miil.nry jjfttri&rdihal diataxia ol cgde” Brif.ish Mus&wm
Add, i4it00. which hew tim pat.n”*roh leave the altar alter covering
the idfla and sla(t(l in-i.r the conoelebranta at. the holy doora for
m 'hullikK. W» ;]IR i-ho MS (' 'mrj\-m because t-e edition gL
Aru.hjitr-oglou (p, 2iM) j* dofoottvg :

And tir fht ptUriwt-h] tav&B* e und Stands btf ifa
hijf tinorfi.  TJu olAur priest# |f* > bixhojH;] ytand with him on thv
right anti tkt trfi. (tda k> fiottw, praying, jit tht third *hi>rl
hfii* tf tin- to'«f fat pnriU prwf to him th?w: .May the Hoty
f'1Jtril-... [dialogue j

Atul thus hr ti the Judy titbit

ftrn *GCtrdoftt, Quibwt Htitntifni# ante tiltnre, rtictwi iecture* ; Vonit* esnlt<-
[tIUl doMUIMt 1 (]). 141). Thdi ttlljy (fritff, Iht] pri~t IrisweN. thi? litt-fl-r urug
iwjtfa (firjuii) GDCUorutn " (p. H7?). After tho ~ospol file dttemi

filg" HELIi'n'k mil &$H »lnr 1 awtritns rf itun* anti sanctitm atiore
ftrimUfttifii. tjcdimen namH | > {p 14HP

Tt J. RHiarlOrATI <i- ii! tvtiu-i Ini-r' ton$r Pwlua. m,
> S(iU : and Stmhhi1 i Lntin t p p ) 1117-
144H,

«XVDIS, Vhuncvl : MaTHICWA, binriy Church**™ pp. U7ms.

eDettrijtfio $ 3$np}<ifjr ~il 7ii»>r PG MP, z1401147.

* 14xi]-niTKv~Kij JL p. 3le.
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A similar poditkmiiig of tlie teonceletating prea%té&srs is ibuinl
in tlte Tufofifes of ths 12*1” century iteggiolVTeBaina calces
#rr 77NJ £ff. 7-)v-80r. BAB ilf)\r)( Grotivie.rrnta Gb 11 (£ 1lv), wad
Oxford Bodteiuv, AucL AV5J& [ff. Hv-ISr, BAS 25r-vl:

vz prtetfi tf Jiftoiii filipfIM'AflS £Ap Ao/iy faift to
iwtehralc the holy m-$feri& fovs jfAte |W<s i"e/ore tka attor <ind
gns&s the pri&ifts3 "tracon,*. avd cteric* $a?/4wff on either xide*
ing: Magnillwtfl, — [Pf. S!3;4]

/lad nil, bnww@o, n&pvit-d mMay the Holy Spirit, no™’ down
upon you ... KHjivLii!' uk, abater.

tthwt. May tlw Lord, (jod pomembisr you ...

P&&ph Ixic |; Amtn.

A{fil priest goes before the. hakr t/tibte ; (Ac ot%/ yijfjesis

tAS cAN3N (LttivT™; SenidV tk N fNTuXj*) tkf

trcvil- N £P of the hNIT itthh- .1

tWsiet it iffiins t.hnt the ctincelcbrftjrtA weru lined up. by thr
doors during the dialogue. When it wm ovor, tliHy sI”p«3 hack
and ftjjpQd along $lie uha-ncol far the uilii-phom. prpbably
the sidftei 0J 130 altar ijfterft ocfjupiod by $he doming feitd of
fchc deftutmfr sritii their ripidi®, etc.

3 Wf! ftite HnmliiXt ref Orotio.tf.rval/} Gh Il LrdEli  ustiCJL». K fityinpPifi-
iavi, p. 4 Tho pertinent soctkm Is ft"N- In japsHSS* wntcejpfaBfiyttk
finssivg > 23°



Chapter !'X

THE LIfFAN~™ Ah'Tfrft THE ORHAT ENTRANCE

‘J'ofliLy, us soon. as thfi caflilogufl fiffc-L’ iihc EntranQft is
completed. the deacon Uiknz. foay”™ of the ppioali ucul gfres out. as
usual via tile. jiorlEt door of tJjfc iconostasis to h\u eufttomjwry p)ticfc
before fchg royal tioors and intone a librmy. I'hiring the litany tlir*
priest saiys silefttty the prowtiomrric pxayetf. WirijHI felia deacon Kas
finished, the prii*i. (vem”~ludea the Jjjitany sftth iht? pjtttynjr's oojllic-
iietijy, TTcra is the teatf-us- of t1$ litany :irul prayer .

(@) MeYpnatdjLEy -dp freyrv yifufty €8¢ Rvpity.

ot Xrjp fjL iva/'.A'k'i " K-jplLs. i'r.irpvi.

) Fr~s;p -£tv THOROTCHTW® THLAD Llp£vITON Kupit/] "EVIULBV.
(3) "VNsp orrju k'/!lou Ofoou toutou, Knl -£>v |i£7a 77Lry™w”. su-
AOF\Liten <p6piN 0«k> zia-ri'ftvw i] tqt) Kustr/) ~MICTijASM
(%) rl p TOJ pugfrVvOotl 7 SI. OCTO TTAN ViT =h 1'J.vSi-
moj y.yl 'wi'i-v/jj.;, tou Kypwu ~r~rtoEv_
TT-; Ljop.jiiMgjyLS™ . VA r1j;d /jyui™V f| riijjHHOs5 J.STi tH
S— 0 ty~ jesvye Tpoa-in o Tfov llelfj] aren oA Ln
Kupis o 0eof ‘i TTjivroxfir-ijji, § X6%% 6
whjffiav iiivsrfjsoj-; Tapi rrs cv {iVij jexpStcet, -irpfjr
K-«i Tiol swapTWA&IvV ty,v iiai itpotTd~s”™s Tiii
Y Witd (sMITTYfpiWw ° Sfd AIVFO-TOV  7j;/>m; —pr"EVE'VT.I'CV irrii
o5™wi ts y-ylL .Oajdflif — &retf Ufjiv -NjtsTEpcov # . Dludtv
H5U tw  Xfitif) avvov/iffTiu-j. Kat ~a”™~(oN'y SNV
>j'i; w SV(OTBICV 'S Tiii; r7i?" EVttpMjSIfEXTOy TN iHjri(/m
agd'j'j, >:at INIOK~Mvijiatt.!, to Jl “su/fo. VTjc 7;ip'Toc aou -m
io 1 TIAKCt STTt T« JTpOV.EtEv™ fojjpti TildT-1. XftL 7¥I. r~"MTK 7]\
XA Mo,
19 AVIMLKNS> anijQv,  TArfjtmy,  xkl nNan, < c7
75 A
'(j XX ' KQAG MLV,



