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ON THE USAGE OF THE DIPTYCH IN THE ORTHODOX CHURCH. THE
CORPORATIST DIMENSION OF REPRESENTATION

The aim of this article is to clarify the connection between intercessory prayer and representation. The
hypothesis is that intercessory prayer is the first step toward representation because intercession allows a
doer of prayer to bring another person into the centre of one’s life. The argument runs as follows. | observe
that St. Paul’s prayers are the prayers of eucharistic intercession: he thanks God for his beloved ones. Then |
observe that St. James sees mutual confession of sins and mutual intercession as the ground of Christian
“healing”. Then | observe that Dietrich Bonhoeffer conceptualises the Church as constituted by the practice of
intercession. Lastly, | observe that Rowan Williams frames intercession as a discipline of bringing another
person into the presence of God. Since a doer of prayer brings another person into the presence of God, she
thus makes another person the centre of her life. And from this centre, she cannot help but make this person
present to others, to “bear witness” to this person in her words and deeds. But intercession succeeds in
bringing another person into the centre of a doer of prayer’s life because the “token” of intercession is the
“name”, that part of human beings which is also a part of language, a “word” that can be exchanged and
uttered. To make the other present and to become present in the other is to become present in the “names”
we have already exchanged — to make another person’s “name” the centre of one’s life and to become
present in one’s “name” which is presented to others. To make another thus present is to continually call
upon another’s “name” — to approach the other not as a thing under our control but as a person who is to act
upon us, who is to become present in and through us. To make nothing besides the self-disclosed “name”,
trust in our self-presentations, the medium of our communication. What used to be called “hallowing the
name”. Making another present with the entirety of one’s conduct, the life of a human person in the new
medium of another’s body, the eucharistic act of taking another’s “body” into one’s own body, begins with
the intercessory act of taking another’s “name” into one’s speech. Thus, representation starts with
intercession, the discipline of keeping each other in prayers. In the final section, | examine how the so-called
pomyannik can be a valuable asset for those who aspire to practice intercession as part of a prayer routine.
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1.

To talk about the diptych (Church Slavonic pomyannik) is to talk about one of the most
notorious objects and practices in the contemporary life of the orthodox church because this is how
the church makes money out of the superstitious flock. In the eyes of many, including the church-
goers, the pomyannik is emblematic of the corruption of the church. They might say to me, “How
interesting it is that the greedy clergy would applaud your advocacy of pomyannik because they will
financially benefit from it!” Nevertheless, in what follows, I stand by the proposal. That said, | aim
to demonstrate that this disreputable pomyannik is central to the Christian life. And from this it can
be inferred that the church is in trouble if pomyannik is but a superstition. If pomyannik does not
work, the church does not work either.
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Let us start with St. Paul. As a rule, Paul’s prayers are the prayers of eucharistic intercession,
prayers where he thanks God for people in his life: “I do not cease to give thanks for you,
remembering you in my prayers...” (Ephesians 1:16); “I thank my God in all my remembrance of
you, always in every prayer of mine for you all making my prayer with joy...” (Philippians 1:3-4);
“we pray for you...” (Colossians 1:3); “We give thanks to God always for all of you, constantly
mentioning you in our prayers...” (1 Thessalonians 1:2-3); “I remember you constantly in my
prayers night and day.” (2 Timothy 1:3); “I thank my God always when | remember you in my
prayers...” (Philemon 1:4). St. James goes further and effectively equivocates the network of
intercessory prayer with the community of the healed: “confess your sins to each other and pray
[ebyeabe] for each other so that you may be healed” (James 5:16). Centuries later, in Bonhoeffer, we
encounter the explicit declaration that the bonds of intercessory prayer are coextensive with the
Church as such: “A Christian fellowship lives and exists by the intercession of its members for one
another, or it collapses ... [because the face of an enemy] ... is transformed in intercession into the
countenance of a brother for whom Christ died, the face of a forgiven sinner.” [1956, p. 76].

It stands to reason that intercession is more than simply asking God to effect a certain kind of
change in another person’s life. Although commonly translated as “petitioning” and “pleading”, the
original and primary meaning of the New Testament word for “intercession”, gvtvyyavo, is “to be in
the presence of someone or something”, “to meet” or “to encounter”, as well as “to light upon a thing
or a person”, “to fill up”. It is tempting to think about intercessory prayer in these figurative terms of
“filling up” or being “filled up with” someone else’s presence; or “igniting” another person’s life
inside one’s heart — a figure of speech found in Alexander Pushkin’s poem What’s in my name to
you?, which ends with the words “There is a heart in which I’'m dwelling” or, as an alternative
translation has it, “there is someone, whose heart remains a home for me” (Rus. est v mire serdtse
gde zhivu ya). Notably, this is precisely how Rowan William once spoke of intercession, noting that
it is akin to letting one’s heart become a certain kind of place: “You just hold the image and sense of
a person or situation in the presence of God as if you want to let the one seep into the other” [2009].

I hypothesize that intercession is coextensive with the Church because it is coextensive with
love. In the intercession, a doer of prayer brings another person into the presence of God, and if God
is the centre of a doer of prayer’s life, then this person also becomes a centre of a doer of prayer’s
life, at least for the time being. And if another person indeed becomes the centre of a doer of prayer’s
life, it means that a doer of prayer cannot help but make this person present to others in her actions —
cannot help but “betray” or “flesh out” something of this person’s identity through her conduct,
similar to how those in the Book of Revelation who stood with the Lamb on Mount Zion, “had his
name and his Father’s name written on their foreheads” (Revelation 14:1 ESV). Figuratively
speaking, the “name” is “planted” into the heart as if it were a “seed” and, through the discipline of
“name-hallowing”, preserving the representative capacity of the “name”, out of this seed the life of
its referent is “born anew”, is re-presented to others in a new body.

2.

The emphasis on the “name” is crucial. Our “names” are that part of us which lives in
language. And since it is in language, since our “names” are words, it is that part of us that partakes
in the exchange of words, which is exchanged with others and thus “ends up” in others. We use our
own names only to present them to each other, to introduce ourselves into each other’s lives.
Moreover, “names” are that part of us which we present to one another without loss, that is, I do not
lose my name once you come to know it. It thus provides us without a grounding and a vision of
non-zero-sum relations. When a new person enters our life, we exchange names. It is thus another’s
name which is that part of her which stays with us and our name which is the part of us which stays
with her. The “name” is the token of our presence in one another. Hence, becoming present in one
another must have something to do with our names.

Once the names are exchanged, the degree of our presence in one another is the degree to
which we are present in our names. The degree to which we are present in our “names” is the degree
to which we present ourselves to one another. Which means that the more present we become in our
names, the more the centre of our lives comes to be in one another. Which is of course what love
means. To love is not to dissolve in one another but precisely to become ourselves in one another, to
live in one another despite our otherness. The “name” is the only appropriate “channel” of such love
because, to address another by the name is to approach another as an active interlocutor, as a person
who is to act upon us. To make a person genuinely present, we have to call upon that person’s name
— lest we stay too much in control and representation turns into the exercise of our will, instead of
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being the cause of our transformation into a “place” where the other finds a new life. If we do not
circumvent each other’s names in our relations, if we ask and listen, if we “make room” and “give
floor” to one another — then we transform without compromising our otherness, grow into our fuller
authenticity, because the transformation we thus undergo is the exercise of our own creative
freedom.

In accord with its etymological origin, the Church can be conceptualized as this sheer act of
calling one another by our true names, the mutual summoning into a new life, which is the aftermath
of the shock of being called by our true name by Christ (think how, in John 11:43, Jesus raises a man
from the dead by saying, “Lazarus, come out!”, or, in John 20:16, a woman her teacher Jesus only
after he calls her by her name, “Mary!”). Since our names are words, as we become present in our
names, as we make our names the centre of our lives, we become increasingly “word-like”, and since
the “word” is that which has the center of its being in what is other, in its referent, then to be “word-
like” is also to be “Christ-like”. The Church is the community of intercession because to keep one
another in prayers is to make one another the centre of our lives — which is exactly what it means to
make Christ the centre of the life of the community.

The Church of the Spirit is a number of persons who hallow the same name, “Jesus”, and thus
make Jesus’ life present in their midst — which means that they hallow and live in one another’s
name also and thus bear witness to the essence of Christ’s life-in-the-other, to God’s solidarization
with what is other to God (with a caveat that the otherness between Christians will always falls short
of the otherness between humanity and divinity bridged by God’s incarnation as Jesus of Nazareth).
If we “hallow” the names, if we diligently invoke and respond to the names we exchange, language
becomes sovereign over our lives and we become “word-like”. And to be “word-like” is to be open
to the act of the Spirit, the sheer power of metonymy by which the “communication of names” also
becomes the “communication of idioms”, that is, the exchange of properties that “come with the
name”, exchange of what can be called the “inner form” of the name. That is to say, the “spiritual
exercise” par excellence is the “hallowing” of each other’s names, which is simply the exchange of
everything that is associated with these names — the burdens, debts, fears, pains and, yes, the mutual
confession and exchange of sins. At this point we can offer a prefatory definition of the Church in
terms of imiaslavie — the Church is the community of persons who pray and live in each other’s
“name”. The saints, those who bear witness to Christ, who make something of Christ’s life present in
their lives, are simply those whose names will always be hallowed — called upon in the liturgical life
of the Church. And since these names are the only tokens of our communication with the saints,
then, taking a stab at the philosophy of language, one can venture that if the names do not make their
referents meaningfully present in, to, and through those who mention, invoke, and summon them,
then there can be no Church. Thus, to put it provocatively, “spirituality” divorced from this
discipline of conveying God’s and one another’s presence through our conduct does not make very
much sense. The Spirit is simply the “wind” that whirls us into Christ’s life by whirling us into the
lives of one another, into each other’s prayers and actions. In one word, into love. And the little book
called pomyanyk may well serve as a helpful fellow traveller along this tempestuous voyage.

3.

The so-called “synodic”, “diptych”, or “pomyannik”, Greek ovvodikdg, is a small
commemoration book used to write down the names of the living and the departed, to be read during
private prayer or at the church service. Many a believer owns such a booklet in which she records the
names of those nearest and dearest to her, following the example of the liturgical diptych with the
inscribed names of the leaders of autocephalous churches.

Archimandrite Rafail Karelin speaks about pomyannik as an aid in our relation to the dead, the
enemies, and all people. First, “Every name is a mouth that begs us to help, especially the names of
the departed, these are the soundless cries from the graves”. Second, “The names of enemies in the
pomyannik are the key to the spiritual treasury, they are the fire that burns envy like straw, drives out
malice and vindictiveness as if serpents from the heart, and turns foes into friends”. Third, “When
you pray for others, their guardian angels pray for you; therefore the pomyannik is one of the sources
of spiritual light for you yourself, since your prayer, as light refracted, strengthened by the prayers of
the angels, returns to you.” [Karelin n. d., my translation]. In the rest of this discussion, | will focus
on the second dimension of pomyannik’s utility, that of turning “foes into friends”.

As said Dorothy Day, “I really only love God as much as I love the person I love the least.” A
Christian is commanded to love others, yet she is at the risk of taking this command too
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abstractly, at the risk of forgetting that these “others” are the particular persons with whom she is
already in relations — her actual loved ones, friends, acquaintances, and even enemies. Pomyanyk is
there to orient prayers and thoughts toward those persons who tangibly matter to a doer of
prayer and those persons to whom she matters. Pomyanyk makes love concrete.

This pomyannik does because it aids a doer of prayer to diligently bring the names of the
persons she knows into the centre of her life — into the moments when she stands before God. All she
has of them are their names — but it is more than enough — for God has the rest of them and the Spirit
will communicate it to those who utter their names. We can rest assured of our real presence in one
another only because we can rest assured that, in language, in God’s eternal memory, precisely the
part of us which is exchanged with another, our “names”. As wrote W. H. Auden,

“Time that is intolerant

Of the brave and innocent,

And indifferent in a week

To a beautiful physique,

Worships language and forgives

Everyone by whom it lives;” [Auden 2009, p. 90].

What pomyannik can do for a doer of prayer is to be a organize steady discipline of bringing
the names of her significant others into the light of God’s presence, in the hope that God will teach
her to see even her enemies as God sees them, in the hope that God will transform her into a kind of
place, where those she loves the least are apprehended and accepted as God’s beloved children, a
kind of place where they enter their rest. To conclude, let me quote another verse from another very
famous poem by W. H. Auden which conveys this sense of turning one’s life into a resting place
where the other, despite all imperfection, is received precisely as other:

“But in my arms till break of day

Let the living creature lie,

Mortal, guilty, but to me

The entirely beautiful.” [Auden 2009, p. 53].
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DeHuc PycnaHoBuu BakipoB, acnipaHT, BMKnagay Kadegpu Teopii KynbTypu i ¢inocodii HayKkm
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BUKOPUCTAHHA JUIITUXA B HPABOCJIABHII?'I"IIEPKBI. KOPIIOPATUBHUI
ACIIEKT PENTPE3EHTAIII

MerToro i€l CTATTI € 3’SICYBaHHS 3B'I3KY MK MOJJMTOBHUM 3aCTYITHUIITBOM 1 pElpe3eHTAIIIETO.
limore3a monsirae B TOMY, IO MOJHMTOBHE 3aCTYIHHUIITBO € TEPIIUM KPOKOM JIO PErpe3eHTAllil,
OCKIJIBKHM 3aCTYIHHIITBO JIO3BOJIIE TOMY, XTO MOJHTBCS, MOCTABUTH IHIINY JIFOJUHY B IEHTP CBOI'O
KHUTTS. APryMeHT OyAyeTbcsi HACTYIHMM 4YMHOM. Sl 3ayBaxkyro, IO MOJMTBU cBAToro IlaBma €
€BXapUCTIMHUM 3aCTYMHHMLTBOM: BiH JsKye borosi 3a cBoix ymoOnenux. IloTiM 3ayBaxyro, 1o
cBatuil SIkiB 0aunTh B3aEMHE CIOBIJIAHHSA TPIXiB 1 B3aEMHE 3aCTYMHHUITBO SK OCHOBY
XpUCTUSHChKOTO ‘“‘3uinieHHs”. Jlami s 3Bepraro yBary, mo Jlirpix borxeddep koHnenrtyamizye
LepkBy siK Taxky, IO 3aCHOBaHa Ha MpPAKTULi 3acTynHulTBa. HapemrTi, s 3ayBaxyro, mo Poyen
BinbsMc BU3HAUa€ 3aCTYMHULITBO SIK AUCLMILUIIHY NPUBEACHHS 1HIIOT ocoOu B mpucyTHicTs bora.
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OCKITbKH TOM, XTO MOJNHTHCS, MPUBOJUTDH iHINY JIIOJUHY B NPUCYTHICTH bora, BiH TakuM 4WHOM
pOOHTH WLIO JIOAWHY LEHTPOM CBOTO XHUTTA. [, 3 IIbOro IEHTPY, BiH HEMUHYYe 3MYIICHHI
MNPEACTABIATH 10 JIIOAWHY IHIIUM, “CBIIYMTH” mTpO HeEi y CBOiX cJOBaX 1 BYMHKax. Ale
3aCTYMHHUITBOM BIA€THCS MOMICTHTH iHILY JIIOJUHY B LIEHTP JKUTTS TOTO, XTO MOJNUTHCS, TOMY IO
“CMMBOJIOM” 3aCTYNHHIITBA € “iIM's’” — YaCcTHHA JIFOACHKOI ICTOTH, IO TAKOX € YaCTHHOIO MOBH,
“croB0”, sIKe MOXKHA TEpeAaBaTH i BUMOBISTH. 3pOOUTH iHIIOTO MPHUCYTHIM 1 CTaTH MPUCYTHIM B
iHIIOMY — 1Ie 03Ha4a€e OyTH MPHUCYTHIM y “iMeHax”, SKUMH MHU BK€ OOMIHSITUCS, — 3pOOUTH “‘iM’s1”
HILOT JIFOJMHU TEHTPOM CBOT'O JKUTTA 1 CTaTW MPHUCYTHIM Y BIACHOMY ‘‘IMEHi”, siKe MepeaeThCs
iHmuM. {06 3poOHUTH iHIIOTO MPUCYTHIM TaKMM YMHOM, Tpeba MOCTiiHO 3BepTaTHCs 10 “‘iMeHi”
IHIIIOrO — IMIJXOJUTH JI0 IHIIOr0 HE SAK JO MpeaMeTa I HaIlldM KOHTPOJIEM, a sIK JI0 OCOOH, sKa
MOBHMHHA JiSTH Ha HAC, CTAaTH MPUCYTHBHOIO B HAc 1 yepe3 Hac. He BUKOPHCTOBYBAaTH HIUOIr0O, KpiM
CaMOPO3KPUTOr0 “IMEHI”, JAOBIpU JI0 HAIIOrO CAMOIPE3CHTYBaHHS SIK 3ac00y CHUIKyBaHHs. Te, 1110
KOJTUCh Ha3uBaJIOCs “OCBSYEHHSM iMeHi”. 3pOoOMTH iHIIOrO MPUCYTHIM Yy BCi CBOIM MOBEMiHII,
KHUTTS JIIOJCHKOI 0cOOM B HOBOMY CEPENIOBHIIII IHIIOTO Tijla, €BXaPUCTIMHHUN aKT MPUAHATTS “‘Tina”
HILIOTO y BJIaCHE TiJIO, TOYMHAETHCS 3 aKTY 3aCTYITHHUIITBA, KOJIW MPUHMAETHCS “iM's’” IHIIOTO y CBOYO
nmpoMoBY. TakuM YMHOM, pernpe3eHTallisi IOYMHAETHCS 3 3aCTYIMHUIITBA, AUCIUILIIHN 30epiraTi OJuH
OJTHOTO B MOJIMTBaX. Y 3aKIIFOYHOMY O3 S JOCIHI/DKYIO, K TaK 3BaHWUN IOM'SHUK MOXE CTaTH
IMIHHAM 1HCTPYMEHTOM JUISI THX, XTO MparHe MpakTUKYBaTH 3aCTYITHHIITBO SIK YACTUHY MOJUTOBHOI
PYTHHH.
KirodoBi cioBa: XpHUCTHSIHCBKA I[€PKBa, MOJITHYHA pelNpe3eHTallid, eKJe3iojoris,
(pinocodiss MoBH, 3acTYMHHILKA MOJMTBA, IYXOBHA BNpaBa, iMscjaaB'd, JiTypriliHa Teosoris,

Poyen Binbsimc.
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