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Light is most pervasive in the sacred space because, in addition to
its natural qualities, it can be associated with spiritual and miracu-
lous light, and it is often understood as an attribute of the holy." In
order to understand the role of light in the creation of sacred space,
art and architectural historians often link relevant visual and textu-
al references. This approach, however, usually results in a split bet-
ween the representational and the performative, despite the fact
that within the religious context ritual is closely intertwined with
its visual or architectural frameworks, which emphasize the centra-
lity and meaning of the sacred.” Moreover, the rhetorical capacity of
religious images and architecture, which persuasively frames the
reality beyond the visual and the spatial, is particularly significant
in the creation of the sacred.’

For example, within the Christian context the authoritative and pet-
formative New Testament verse “I am the light of the world: he that fol-
loweth me shall not walk in darkness, but shall have the light of life”
(John 8:12) identifies Christ with light and unequivocally promises sal-
vation to Christ’s followers. The true followers of Christ-light are, the-
refore, not only informed (“enlightened”) as the recipients of divine
knowledge (“illumination”) but also as the recipients of life (“light”).
Furthermore, the performative capacity of the words is not just that
God is saying that he is light, but the words also reveal action — he is
revealing himself as light and the followers are walking the life of light
(God) in order to receive light-life (eternal life).* The concept of divine
light, therefore, acquired a prominent role in the church, closely inter-
twined with spirituality and the religious life of believers. Within such a
religious context, not only rhetorical and conceptual light, but also
various forms of physical light are used to frame the mystical, divine
essence of the uncreated, uncontainable, and impalpable.
Paradoxically, light, though it enables visibility and is highly perceptib-
le, cannot be physically framed. Nevertheless, within the Christian tra-
dition, there is an apparent effort to give physical form and meaning to
light and its potency in a tangible way. Various representational visual
and architectural conventions are used in churches to denote the phy-
sical and conceptual centrality of Christ-light in a sacred space.’
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This paper examines the theme of the vision of St. Peter
Archbishop of Alexandria (300-311) in order to exemplify the
importance and interdependence of both the spiritual and the mate-
rial aspects of light in the creation of spatial icons in a Byzantine
church.® A brief overview of the hagiography of St. Peter of
Alexandria provides the major references to his vision and the
notion of light among various Christian communities associated
with the Byzantine tradition.” Highly revered in Coptic, Eastern
Orthodox and Roman Catholic Churches, St. Peter of Alexandria gai-
ned his almost universal acclaim among Christians both as the last
great martyr of Egypt during the harsh fourth-century persecutions
and as a gentle but profound theologian who clearly understood the
dual nature of Christ (both divine and human) in times of severe
theological confusions and growing heresies in the Christian East.®
His theological writings influenced the dogmatic decisions of the
fifth-century councils of Ephesus and Chalcedon, but it seems that
his life and religious experience are nonetheless equally important.
Namely, the theme of divine light is prominent in two scenes from
the surviving hagiographies of St. Peter of Alexandria recorded in
numerous languages (Greek, Coptic, Syriac, Armenian, Old Church
Slavonic, Latin). Once, the Lord Jesus Christ, in the image of a
twelve-year-old boy in torn white linen garments and with “a face
shining like light, as he were lightning the entire building,” appea-
red to Peter while he was praying in his cell during night. On Peter’s
question of who had torn his tunic, the Child answered that it was
Arius (ca. 250-336), a future proponent of the eponymous dualist
heretical teachings and practices which denied the co-equal nature
of the God-Father and God-Son as well as the divine nature of Jesus
Christ. After announcing Peter’s unavoidable martyrdom and explai-
ning that Peter should prevent Arius from becoming a member of
the fellowship (communion) because Arius denied that “[He] beca-
me like child and died, although [He] lives always,”'* the boy-light
and vision disappeared. Divine light and its potency framed yet
another recorded visionary experience of St. Peter. He could not use
his Episcopal throne as prescribed by church services because he
saw a “radiant and inexpressive luminosity”" residing in his throne,
which invoked both fear and joy in him simultaneously. Therefore,
Peter would sit only at the footstool of the throne during his tenure
as an archbishop. The pious masses and followers of Peter eventually
“enthroned” him only after his victorious martyrdom, which granted
him eternal life.

In addition to their historical value as they are related to the theo-
logical controversies of the formative periods of Christian doctrines
and practices,” St. Peter’s visions as divine revelations strongly recall
the Gospels’ messages of Christ’s First Coming in the flesh and his
sacrifice for the redemption of humankind and the perspectival
expectation of the Second Coming (an ever-ready throne that fra-
mes the divine presence even in its tangible absence). In both
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1. Vision and
Martyrdom of St. Peter
of Alexandria.
Vaticanus graecus
1613 Menologion Vasil
II'f. 204. ca. 1000

2. Vision and
Martyrdom of St. Peter
of Alexandria. Detail
from the liturgical
scroll from the
monastery of the Holy
Cross in Jerusalem

no. 109, I. 11th — early
12th c.
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instances, divine light is accorded a superna-
tural, religious experience — a vision, which
is not so much about seeing as much it is
revealing a mirror-image of a spiritual life in
light and revealing a preparatory way to live
the eternal life of light. Both of these lumi-
nous visions are highly performative and
emotionally ambivalent, being simultaneo-
usly disturbing and reassuring: the omnipo-
tent Lord Jesus Christ appears as a riven but
glowing boy and his true follower St. Peter
(who was beheaded during the Christian
persecutions) dies a terrible death eventually
to occupy his empty throne of glory in the
hereafter.

Of these two, St. Peter’s vision of Christ as
a glowing semi-naked boy in a torn tunic, over time became a more
prominent theme in visual arts. The menologion of Emperor Basil 11
from around 1000 already contains a visual representation of this
vision (Vaticanus graecus 1013 Menologion Vasil II f. 204) (fig. 1)."”
This lavishly decorated Byzantine menologion on the same page pro-
vides a text of the life of St. Peter of Alexandria and visually captures
its essence in the horrendous image that against a golden backgto-
und simultaneously shows St. Peter’s vision of the Christ-child in
rent white cloth and St. Peter’s beheading. The document confirms
the Byzantine cultural construction of the events that establishes St.
Peter as a human who exemplifies the strength of faith. It effectively
communicates the holy message of his vision and martyrdom to the
religious beholders. A liturgical scroll (some 8.5 meters long) from
the monastery of the Holy Cross in Jerusalem (ro. 109) dated to the
late 11" or early 12" century also contains a reference to St. Peter of
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3. Vision of St. Peter of
Alexandria.

Diakonikon of the
Church of the Virgin,
Gracanica. ca. 1321
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Alexandria, clearly confirming that by that time the hagiographical
references to the Vision and the Beheading of St. Peter were inter-
twined with liturgical services (fig. 2)."* Here, the text of a prayer
from the Liturgy of St. John Chrysostom, which refers to Holy
Communion, is framed by pictorial representations of St. Peter’s
Vision and Beheading.” As has already been observed, the associa-
tion of the text of the liturgical prayer and the images from the life
of St. Peter of Alexandria provides a metaleptic, performative mea-
ning to the actual ritual that would accompany them in a church."
The scene of the Vision of St. Peter was also occasionally depicted in
the monumental programs of Byzantine and post-Byzantine
churches (13™-17" centuries).

Experienced by all bodily senses, this theatrical “scene horroir” as
aptly termed by Gabriel Millet,” a pioneer of Byzantine studies, pro-
vides the central focus for the examination of the rhetoric and the
performativity of light in the Christian sacred space in this paper.
The rhetorical value is most directly supported by a dialogue betwe-
en Christ and St. Peter of Alexandria as recorded in the narrative of
the Vision of St. Peter. This text (essentially capturing the question
“Who rent your tunic?” and answer “Arius did it.”) had occasionally
literally been inscribed in the representations of the Vision as in the
Church of the Virgin, Grananica (1321) and several other churches
in Zrze, Kastoria, Thessaly, and Cyprus (puc. 3). By drawing on the
concepts of framing the sacred — physical, but also rhetorical and
psychological (both cognitive and emotional) — most closely inter-
twined with the concept of performativity (as body- and
practice-oriented),” the dialogue can be expanded by its related
theological notions about orthodoxy and heresy (Arianism) and its
Eucharistic meaning."” Here, this textual dialogue is juxtaposed by its
visual and spatial parallels as recorded in monumental church pro-
grams, on one side, and the liturgical rituals performed in the
church, on the other side, in order to examine further the rhetorical
and performative capacity of the Vision and the role of
communication between humans and Christ-light and God-man
(Theanthropos) in the creation of holiness within the church space.

More than 55 various representations of the Vision of St. Peter of
Alexandria in churches in the territories of former Byzantine Empire
and modern day Albania, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia, Greece, Romania, Russia, and Serbia (table)
have been examined for the sake of bringing forward statistically
relevant conclusions rather than for the sake of searching for their
origins or of explaining the various iconographic types, a variety
that again confirms individuality rather than exact likeness as a
Christian value.” It is prominent that the location of these images is
usually in the “liminal” spaces (nartheces and pastophoria) of the
churches, even if the monumental program as a whole is never
exactly the same in any of the churches studied (fig. 4).” It is also
evident that the location of the Vision within these transitional spa-
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TABLE 1. Catalogue of the identified objects with the representation of the Vision of St. Peter of Alexandria

Menologion Vasil IT f. 204

Liturgical scroll in the monastery of the Holy Cross in Jerusalem (no. 109)

Church of the Savior, Nereditsa, Novgorod, Russia
St. Nicholas, Melnik, Bulgaria

St. John Kalyvites, Euboea, Greece

Metropolis, Mystra, Greece

St. Clement/ Virgin Peribleptos, Ohrid

Virgin Olympiotissa, Thessaly, Greece

Virgin Hodegetria in the Caves, Euboea, Greece
Church of the Virgin, Gracanica, Serbia
Hilandar, Mount Athos

St. Nlketas near Skopje, FYROM

St. Panteleimon, Ohrid, FYROM

St. Demetrios, Pecka Patrijarsija, Serbia
Hodegetria, Pecka Patrijarsija, Serbia

Church of the Virgin, Kuceviste, FYROM
rock-cut church Ivanovo near Ruse, Bulgaria

St. Nicholas Bolnicki, Ohrid, FYROM

St. Sophia, Ohrid, FYROM

Matejic, FYROM

Koimisis, Zrze, FYROM

St. Nicholas, Zrze, FYROM

St. Nicholas of Tzotza, Kastoria, Greece

Church of the Virgin, Monastery Zaum near Ohrid, FYROM
Hypapante Monastery Meteori, Tehssaly, Greece
Saint George tou Vounou, Kastoria, Greece
Saint Athanasios tou Mouzakis, Kastoria, Greece
St. Germanus, Prespa Lake, Greece

Saint Savvas of the Kyriotissa, Veroia, Greece

Church of the Virgin, Leskovik, Albania

Koronas, Thessaly, Greece

Saint John the Theologian, Poganovo near Pirot, Serbia
Saint George at Melissourgaki, Mylopotamos, Crete, Greece
Church of the Virgin, Amari, Crete, Greece

Church of the Holy Apostles, Kavoussi, Crete, Greece
Holy Trinity, Manasija, Serbia

Church of the Virgin Eleoussa, Prespa Lake, Greece

Saint John the Baptist, Archangelos, Rhodes, Greece
Saint Anthony, Malevyzi, Crete, Greece

Church of the Dormition of the Virgin, Velestovo near Ohrid, FYROM
Prophet Elijah, Dolgaets, FYROM

Saint Nicholas, Vevi (Banitsa), Greece

Church of the Assumption, Leskoets, near Ohrid, FYROM
Saint Nicholas of the Nun Eupraxia, Kastoria, Greece
Saint Demetrios, Boboshevo, Bulgaria

Church of the Holy Cross, Cyprus

Church of the Virgin, Matka near Skopje, FYROM

Saint Nicholas, Kosel near Ohrid, FYROM

Saint Spyridon, Kastoria, Greece

Saint Nicholas, Rhodes, Greece

Saint George of Choreutara, Megara, Greece

Great Lavra, Mount Athos

Dionysiou, Mount Athos

Megali Meteoron, Thessaly, Greece

Rusanou, Meteori, Tehssaly, Greece

Trikalon, Larissa, Thessaly, Greece

The tower-church of the Colti monastery, Suseg near Hateg, Transylvania, Romania

katholikon Siaika, Larissa, Thessaly, Greece
katholikon Siaika, Larissa, Thessaly, Greece
Mani, Agios Nikolaos Kato Doli, Greece

Iluminated manuscript
lluminated manuscript/
liturgical scroll

north wall of prothesis
diakonikon

prothesis

narthex

prothesis

diakonikon

diakonikon
diakonikon

prothesis
prothesis
prothesis of the parekklesion

north side

north wall of the altar (prothesis)
South wall of the narthex in the gallery
diakonikon

prothesis

prothesis

north wall of the prothesis
north wall of the prothesis
north wall of the altar (prothesis)

prothesis

prothesis
north wall of the altar (prothesis)

south wall of the altar
north wall of the altar (prothesis)
north wall of the altar (prothesis)

north wall of the altar (prothesis)
north wall of the prothesis

north wall of the altar (prothesis)
north wall of the altar (prothesis)

north wall of the prothesis
north wall of the prothesis

In the sanctuary — altar space
prothesis
prothesis of the parekklesion
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Vision of Peter and his martyrdom

Both Peter and Christ related to a canopy; below Christ Arius (identified in text);

on the opposite section of the scroll beheading of Peter of Alexandria; inscription of liturgical payer

Only Peter, no vision is seen, yet the image is related to sacrificial / funerary context

Christ on the altar table; image poorly preserved

Christ standing

Christ under altar ciborium (canopy); inscription

Christ next to the altar table; Peter of Alexandria with a book in one hand and showing a gesture of dialogue with Christ with the other hand
Christ on the altar table

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision .., p. 63-71

Christ on the altar table framed by a columnar niche (canopy); inscription of a dialogue between Christ and Peter
Christ on the altar table

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision ., p. 63-71

Image partially preserved but suggests the image of Christ standing on the altar table

Christ under the altar ciborium (canopy); inscription of a dialogue between Christ and Peter on a scroll that Peter holds
Christ standing

Christ on the altar table

Christ under the altar ciborium (canopy)

Christ in the mandorla of light standing on the altar table

Christ on the altar table, Peter of Alexandria with a book; the image divided by a double window

Christ on the altar table, Peter of Alexandria in a prayer position; Angel as a deacon; Arius squatted bellow; inscription
Christ on the altar table; inscription of a dialogue between Christ and Peter

Christ on the altar table; inscription of a dialogue between Christ and Peter

Christ in the mandorla of light; inscription of a dialogue between Christ and Peter

Christ in the mandorla of light; inscription of dialogue between Christ and Peter

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision ., p. 63-71

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision .., p. 63-71

Christ on the altar table

Christ in the mandorla of light on the altar table; inscription

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision ., p. 63-71

Christ on the altar table

Christ under the altar ciborium (canopy); inscription of a dialogue between Christ and Peter
* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision .., p. 63-71

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision ., p. 63-71

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision .., p. 63-71

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision ., p. 63-71

Christ on the altar table; Peter of Alexandria in a prayer position

Christ in the mandorla of light on the altar table

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision ., p. 63-71

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision .., p. 63-71

Christ on the top of the Mouth of Hell devouring Arius, St. Peter of Alexandria with an open scroll
Christ on the altar table

Christ standing (image partially preserved)

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision ., p. 63-71

Christ in the mandorla of light

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision ., p. 63-71

Christ next to the altar ciborium (canopy); inscription of a dialogue between Christ and Peter
Christ above the Mouth of Hell, St. Peter of Alexandria with an open scroll

Image of Christ not preserved, but the image of St. Peter of Alexandria and a niche suggest the image of Christ standing on the altar table
* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision .., p. 63-71

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision ., p. 63-71

* reference from Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision .., p. 63-71

Christ on the altar table

Christ on the altar table; inscription of a dialogue between Christ and Peter

Christ under the altar ciborium (canopy); inscription of a dialogue between Christ and Peter
Christ on the altar table; inscription of a dialogue between Christ and Peter

Christ on the altar table; inscription of a dialogue between Christ and Peter

Christ under the altar ciborium (canopy)

Christ in the mandorla of light

Christ on the altar table; inscription of a dialogue between Christ and Peter

Christ under the altar ciborium (canopy)
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4. The locations of the
representations of the
Vision of St. Peter of
Alexandria within the

church, superimposed

with the image of the

Vision from the
diakonikon of the

Church of the Virgin,

Gracanica (1321)
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Narthex Naos Sanctuary
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REPRESENTATIONS OF THE L

VISION OF ST. PETEROF
ALEXANDRIA

1 — Prothesis
2 — Diakonikon
3 — Narthex / Parekklesion
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Graanica, Serbia, 1321 Ao

The Vision, detail

ces of nartheces and parekklesia adjacent to the naos (the structural
and functional core of the church) or diakonica and protheses that
frame the sanctuary (the liturgical and performative core of the
church) coincides with the programmatic formulation of the Middle
and Late Byzantine church and the time when these images are
historically attested.” In my opinion, the proper understanding of
sacred space in the light of the Vision of St. Peter of Alexandria
requires shifting back from the purely representational in order to
include the performative idiom. The juxtaposition of the typical
floor plan and structure of a Byzantine church with the position of
the depicted image of the Vision and its performative counterparts
within the church space suggest multiple ways in which the Vision
facilitated a better understanding of the holy.

By being essentially a preparatory guide to a life in the Christ-light,
the images of the Vision of St. Peter of Alexandria are placed at the
threshold of the church spaces that would be occupied by Holy
Communion.” When represented in nartheces and parekklesia, the
image would be at the threshold of the naos, which is the space that
holds Holy Communion in its living sense of the church congrega-
tion. More often, when in pastophoria, it would be at the threshold
of the sanctuary where the clergy would perform the Eucharistic ser-
vice of Holy Communion. These two crucial parts of the church for
the performance of the Divine Liturgy, and in particular the Liturgy
of the Faithful, where Holy Communion is offered, consecrated, and
received — the naos and the sanctuary — were respectively most
often architecturally framed by a canopy of the domical church core
of the typical Byzantine church, and by the altar ciborium. Starting
with the liturgical roll from Jerusalem and confirmed by the nume-
rous depictions of the Vision of St. Peter in monumental programs,
it is apparent that the visual and architectural frameworks of the
liturgical ritual were related to the representation and meaning of
the Vision. The segment from the Jerusalem roll is especially revea-
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5. The performative
spaces of the Vision of
St. Peter of
Alexandria, superim-
posed with the image
from the liturgical
scroll from the
monastery of the Holy
Cross in Jerusalem
no. 109

(l. 11" - early 12" c.)
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Narthex Naos
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THE VISION OF ST. PETER
OF ALEXANDRIA
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1 — Prothesis
2 — Diakonikon
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Liturgical scroll from the monastery of the Holy Cross in Jerusalemno. 109, 1. 11*-e. 12*¢

ling because this image although tiny in size captures the essence of
the Vision through the creation of sacred space on different physical
scales (fig. 5). The text of the liturgy, which is continually reenacted
by the clergy and congregation thereby exemplifying the concept of
the living church, is in the scroll framed by a generic geometric bor-
der that outlines the canopied structure reminiscent of the church
building. Thus, the spiritual space of prayer is roughly associated
with the memorable image of the church building, where the sacred
ritual actually takes place. Additionally, the image of the Vision,
depicted to the left of the text of the prayer, shows the three figures
of the Christ-boy, St. Peter bishop of Alexandria, and Arius against
the architectural backdrop that stands for the church and altar cibo-
rium. The canopied structure topped by a cross has St. Peter simulta-
neously as its living column and by metaphorical extension as a
church support. Arius, who broke from the Trinity, the church, and
the communion, is represented squatted in emptiness where the
other column of the canopy would have been expected to be seen.
Above Arius and in direct interaction with St. Peter is the floating
Christ-light. Shown in the image of the riven but glowing boy, his
head circumscribed by a halo overlaps with the domical structure of
the church-canopy, while his body partially replaces the missing
column, thereby confirming his omnipotence that goes beyond the
visual, experiential, and physical. The image of St. Peter’s beheading
and martyrdom, depicted to the right of the centrally positioned
text of the prayer, is highly suggestive of the melismos (the act of
cutting the Eucharistic bread with the liturgical lance; the act that is
often depicted as an iconographic motif in the sanctuary by showing
baby Jesus in a paten, where the consecrated bread within the
Eucharistic mystery would be)* and metausia (the change of sub-
stance within the Eucharistic mystery when the Eucharistic gifts
become Christ’s body and blood). These Eucharistic rites, accompa-
nied by prayers and the theophany, are performed in the sanctuary,
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6. Vision of St. Peter of
Alexandria. Prothesis
of the church of the
Virgin Peribleptos,
Ohrid, 1294/5

7. Vision of St. Peter of
Alexandria. Prothesis
of the church of the
Koimisis, Zrze, ca.
1350
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which is often canopied by a semi-dome and
its altar canopied by the altar ciborium.

The spatial setting of the Vision of St. Peter
of Alexandria in the monumental program
of churches further confirms this consisten-
cy in the creation of sacred space. Quite
often Christ-light in the image of a riven boy
is set as a bright sparkle in narteces, parek-
klesia, pastophoria, which are essentially the relatively dark thres-
holds of the Church that is revealed, fulfilled, and marked by the
often bright spaces of naos and sanctuary. Additionally, the
representation of Christ-child is occasionally set against the archi-
tectural backdrop of the canopied structure that can equally stand
for the altar ciborium or church itself. The martyrdom of St. Peter
and his beheading as depicted in the liturgical roll from Jerusalem,
however, is often missing from these monu-
mental depictions, which, I would suggest,
was appropriately replaced by the prayers
and metaleptic actual performance of the
Eucharistic mystery in sanctuaries and the
Holy Communion performed by clergy and
witnessed and received by the congregation
in the church naos. The proposed analysis of
the Vision of St. Peter of Alexandria further
emphasizes the role of “body image,” memo-
ry, and the dynamic, ontological construct of
space on multiple levels.

First, it is not the natural or artificial light
but the luminous body of Christ-light —
occasionally creatively enhanced by a man-
dorla of light or by a centrally planned archi-
tectural frame in visual representations —
that defines the haptic dimension of sacred
space. The humble tiny body of a
twelve-year-old which is simultaneously that
of the omnipotent Theanthropos that fulfils
the church, as represented in the depiction
of the Vision in the diakonikon of the
Church of the Virgin, Grananica (1321), is
highly suggestive of the omnipotent role of
Christ-light and the human scale used in the
definition of sacred space and its material glory from an altar space
to the entire church (figs. 3, 4). The torn seamless garment of Christ
reflects not only the importance of the non-rent and precious mate-
rials used in the creation of church space but also the seamless unity
of the divine and human natures of Christ, which was contested by
Arius. In the Virgin Peribleptos, Ohrid (1294 /5) Arius — whom the
inscription identifies as the “mindless” and who essentially lived in
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the darkness, not in the light of God — was
depicted as weak, disoriented, arrogant and
full of rage (fig. 6).” He was shown squatted
with his face hidden in darkness (damnatio
memoriae). This pose is simultaneously sug-
gestive of the repentant gesture of proskine-
sis. Occasionally, as in churches of Koimisis
and St. Nicholas in Zrze (ca. 1350s), Arius
was depicted as being devoured by a beastly
Hell since Christ eventually didn’t allow him
to join the communion (fig. 7). In some ana-
lyzed depictions, as in the churches of the
Virgin Peribleptos, Ohrid (1294/5), the
Virgin Olympiotissa, Thessaly (1295/6), or
the church of Koimisis in Zrze (ca. 1350) the
golden halo of Christ-child is inscribed with
8. Vision of St. Peter of ~ the c0d1f1ed response Moses was given when he asked God about his

gﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁi of the name — O QN (“I am who is”) in order to strengthen the unity of
church of the Virgin Father and Son and the knowledge of God by contemplation about
Olympiotissa, what God is not and what God is (figs. 6, 7, 8).

Thessaly, ca. 1295/96  §econd, the visual and performative thinking and living in the

church is strengthened through the images of famous practitioners
who provided the role models for both the clergy and churchgoers.
In accordance with the Orthodox tradition
that allows for the imitatio Christi, the image
of St. Peter Archbishop of Alexandria often
mirrors the image of St. Peter, his namesake,
the first Archbishop, and the first among the
Apostles to recognize the true identity of
Christ.* When randomly selected images of
the two Ss. Peters are set next to each other,
there are strong parallels between their faci-
al features, body language and gestures, and
they evoke similar hagiographical references
to their lives and martyrdoms in Christ (fig.
9). By extension, the officiating church lea-
ders would similarly mimic St. Peter the bis-
hop and strive towards vestment in “radiant
and inexpressible” power and luminosity.”
However, within the orthopraxy,® that
emphasizes individuality, these references

9. Apostle Peter, detail of the Transfiguration | £ . ithi .
scene, monastery Daphni, Greece, katholikon, ~ Would, of course, remain within the domain

nagss, trrclvartigwes}t:lquincg,_c.fi 08%7- 1 100(lefl?th of representational. In other words, the two
an . Feter o exandria rrom tne scene o e :

Vision, monastery Manasija, Serbia, katholikon saints, thC. tWO S_S' Peters, as rcprgsented
Holy Trinity, prosthesis, 1407-1418 (right) could be similar in person but not in sub-

stance. This notion about humans’ abilities
and limitations to approach God and holi-
ness could once again be strengthened by
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11. Vision of St. Peter

of Alexandria.
Prothesis of the

Church of St. Nicholas

of Tzotza, Kastoria,
14th c.
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the essence of the Vision in which Christ appeared in the image of a
humble boy.

Third, the body gestures of the Christ-child and St. Peter of
Alexandria recall the messages stemming from various recurring bib-
lical, historical and liturgical accounts. Their gestures are reflecting
the rhetoric of the Vision of St. Peter of Alexandria and are also in
direct multifocal visual and spatial “dialogue” with related imagery
often depicted in the proximity of the Vision. In the Vision, Christ,
who was humiliated by Arius appears to St. Peter in the most humble
human form as a small child in rent clothes; similarly within the
Bucharistic celebration Christ assumes equally humble presence in
the Bucharistic bread and wine and brings forward humans’ own fal-
len condition and weaknesses.” The depiction of the Vision of St.
Peter of Alexandria along with the portrayals of Stephen the
Protomartyr, Melismos, Akra Tapenoisis, Be as Children (cf. Matthew

10. Vision of St. Peter
of Alexandria accom-
panied with the image
of St. Stephan the
Protomartyr. Prothesis
of the Church of St.
Demetrios, Pechka
Patrijarsija, Serbia, ca.
1321
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12. Vision of St. Peter
of Alexandria.
Prothesis of the
Mateji¢, FYROM, ca
1350
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18:3-5), or Anastasis, would intertwine on multiple levels with the
Christian notions of martyrdom as an eternal life in Christ, of the
death of Christ as a sacrificial lamb as a prerequisite for afterlife, of
Christ as an example of utmost human humiliation and abasement
of pride, and of the promise for eternal salvation (fig. 10).

Fourth, the Christ-child is frequently depicted on the altar table or
is otherwise associated with the sanctuary. Christ’s glowing figure,
whether that of a boy in rent clothes, occasionally wrapped by the
radiant rays of the mandorla of light (fig. 11), or its symbolic
counterpart in a form of a canopy that architecturally frames the
body of Christ (fig. 10) and in its domical form suggestive of the
shape of “light” as perceived by human eye, would be suggestive of
the uncreated divine light received by the faithful when aided by
divine grace as within the Eucharistic mystery when the change of
substance happens with the aid of the Holy Spirit.*” Moreover, the
body language of the Christ-child and St. Peter of Alexandria reflect
the ritual actions and gestures that occur during the Eucharist (the
sacramental mystical presence of self-sacrificed Christ), which is
regularly performed in the sanctuary, often in an adjacent chamber
to the one where the Vision is represented.

The performative capacity of the Vision of St. Peter of Alexandria
is especially revealing in respect to what is termed in performative
theory the “breaking of frame” — when participants become part of
the ritual as both the actions and meanings depicted and performed
converge in real and sacred space, which may be understood as hig-
her-dimensional, or “space” beyond space.* This feature of spatial
icons could be subtly suggested in several ways. The Vision from the
prothesis of the church of Mateji¢, FYROM (ca. 1350) provides a fit-
ting example (fig. 12). Set around the altar table upon which is the
standing figure of Christ-child in torn tunic, are depicted the officia-
ting celebrants — both heavenly (an angel-deacon who holds a litur-
gical fan that invokes the Holy Spirit) and earthly (St. Peter of
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Alexandria-high priest with his hands lifted in prayer). Yet, their dif-
ferent realms are “framed” and divided by a tall figure of Christ-child
standing in his torn tunic on the top of the altar and by a vertical
axis of the narrow mullion that provides a strip of natural light. At
the same time, these vertical axes visually separate the angel from
the officiating priests — both the depicted St. Peter bishop of
Alexandria and the actual priest who would celebrate the liturgy
performatively following St. Peter of Alexandria — who in this scene
pray within the Divine Liturgy for the epiclesis (the sanctification of
the Eucharistic bread and wine). Needless to say, in some cases like
in Mateji¢, the separating wall between the prothesis and the sanc-
tuary where the Holy Eucharist is performed becomes yet another
visual and structural barrier in the actual church space, a barrier
which can be transcended by the liturgical rituals that reveal the true
light characteristic of the divine (figs. 5, 12). The hierarchical but
multi-focal Vision of St. Peter of Alexandria conforms with the
notion of guided movement through the sacred space of contempla-
tive images towards the tranquility of the uncreated light — God
Himself,” which is the opposite of, though not mutually exclusive
to, double-sided icons that are images that move in space.* In this
sacred journey the seemingly paradoxical co-equal co-existence of
the divine and the human, the kataphatic and the apophatic know-
ledge of God achieved via human intellect and divine grace, is recon-
ciled.*

The clergy, the audience who were most often privy to these ima-
ges, become an active part of these complex spatial icons ritually
(performatively). Thus, they symbolically and literally “break the
frame” between various levels of sacred space, which Alexei Lidov
aptly titled “hieroplastic” — a reference to space which is at the
same time earthly, heavenly and beyond.” On the larger scheme, in
this highly sophisticated creative and philosophical construct, the
signifier becomes the signified, strengthening the essence of
Christian Orthodoxy that individuals seek to attain the uncreated
light not as a sign of Christ but as Christ. This last remark converse-
ly once again warns against the split between representational and
performative, which is characteristic of the positivistic, and especi-
ally of the structuralistic and to some extent post-structuralistic
theoretical approaches that prevailed in Byzantine studies in the
last century.
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Putopuka v nepdopmMaTtrBHOCTb
cBeTa B CakpalibHOM
NPOCTPAHCTBE:

BuneHue cB. leTpa
AnekcaHgpunckoro

ABTOPUTETHBIN «lIep(HOPMATUBHBIM» TEKCT 13 HoBoro 3asera «f1
CBET MUY, KTO TOCJEAYET 32 MHOIO, TOT HE OYZIET XOAUTD BO ThME,
HO OyzieT UMeTh CBET ku3Hu» (MH 8:12) oroxaecTsasger Xpucra co
CBETOM U HEJIBYCMBICJIEHHO OO€IAET CIACEHUE €T0 MTOCNE0BATE-
JAM. B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE UCTUHHBIE IIOCIEA0BATENN XPUCTA-CBETA HE
TOJIBKO U3BELIEHBI («IIPOCBEIIEHBI»), HO KAK DPELUIINEHTHl OOXKe-
CTBEHHOTO 3HAHUA («IIPOCBETIEHUS») HACIEAYIOT OOXKECTBEHHYIO
*u3Hb. KoHIenuua 60:XeCTBEHHOI'O CBETA, TAKUM 00pa30oM, IIpH-
00pesa 3aMETHYIO POJIb B LIEPKBY, CTAB JYXOBHOU COCTABIAONIEN U
TECHO BILIETAACh B PEIUIUO3HYIO KU3HD BEPYIOMUX. PeTUrno3HbIN
KOHTEKCT 33/ieHICTBYET HE TOJBKO PUTOPUYECKUI U KOHLENITYaJIb-
HBII1 ACIIEKTHI, HO UCIIONb3YET PA3IUYHBIE BU/bI CBETOBBIX A(PQEK-
TOB I OOPAMJIEHUA MUCTUYECKOH, HOKECTBEHHON CYTH HETBAPHO-
ro, HEBMECTUMOIO OBITHA, KOTOPOE HEBO3MOXKHO UYYBCTBEHHO
0c¢A32Tb. CBETOBbBIE A(P(EKTI BHYTPH CAKPATBHOI'O IPOCTPAHCTBA
WIY CBA3AHHBIE C HUMU XY/J0)KECTBEHHBIE PENPE3EHTALIUN CTABAT
CBOEH IIEJBIO NIEPE/IATD OIIBIT OOKECTBEHHOTO NPUCYTCTBUS JOCTYII-
HBIMU 3PUTEIIO CIIOCOOAMH, 2 UMEHHO: BU3YAIbHO, HHTEJIEKTYAllb-
HO, 3MOLMOHAJIBHO, IEPPOPMATUBHO U KOHLIENTYA/IBHO.

Hanbonee n3BeCTHRIMU U MOBTOPAIOIMMUCA XYJOKCCTBCHHBIMUA
CIOKETAMU BU3AHTUICKOIO UCKYCCTBA ABJAIOTCA U300paXEHUA
XpuCTa KaK UCTOYHUKA OOKECTBEHHOIO CBeTa. DD PEKT UCXoasIe-
ro oT XpHucra 60XECTBEHHOI'O CBETA JOCTUIAETCA MOCPEACTBOM
CHAOINX (POHOB U JYYAIIUXCA Of\EAHUI, KOTOPBIE HHOI/A YKpalle-
Hbl CBEPKAIOMMMY [JPATOLEHHBIMA KAMEHbAMU. B apXUTEKTYpE
TAKUM YCJIOBHBIM IIPUEMOM CIIYXKHUT PA3MELIEHUE OKOH B ANITAPHON
ANCHJIE, ABIAIOMNXCA eJUHCTBEHHBIM HCTOYHUKOM ECTECTBEHHOI'O
CBETA U HEMOCPEJCTBEHHO CBA3AHHBIX C IPECYIIECTBIEHUEM €BXa-
PUCTHYECKUX JJAPOB, CBEPIIAEMBIX B CBATAA CBATBIX. DTOT U3bICKAH-
HBII [IPUEM HCIIOb30BAHUS €CTECTBEHHOIO CBETA B CAKPAJIbHOM
IPOCTPAHCTBE, KAK OBl HAIOMUHAIONINN, 4TO XPUCTOC — 3TO CBET,
NEPUOINICCKUA HAXOAUT NOATBCPAACHNC B KAHOHUYCCKUX JTUTYPIU-
YECKUX UCTOYHUKAX. SIPDKUM NPUMEPOM TOMY MOXKET CIYXKUTD
HaAUCh PXOIT — Didg Xpiotod gaivel ndot («CBeT XpUCTOB IIPO-
CBEWIAET BCEX»>) — HA KAUTENH, eJAIEl ION0JaM OKHO B aITape
xpama boromarepu Ilepusnesrsr B Oxpuge (1295).
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Kax HU apafloKCANbHO, HO CBET, OYAYUH OCA3AEMBIM, HE UMEET
(opmbl. TeM He MEHEE, B PAMKAX XPUCTHAHCKOH TPAJUIIUK HEOJHO-
KPATHO IPEANPUHUMAIUCD ONBITKA NIPUAATD CBETY U U3TY4aEMOU
UM MOIIY HEKUE OLIYTUMBIE (PU3UUECKUE OUEPTAHUA U HAJEIUTD UX
OOTOCIOBCKUMU CMBICAaMU. [lokanyH, Haubosee OYEBUIHBIM U
YCTOABIIMMCA BEKAMY TIPUEMOM ABJIACTCS IPUMEHAEMBIN B N3006pa-
3UTENBPHOM MCKYCCTBE CIIOCOO 0OpAMIEHNS 1K XPHUCTA 3070ThIM
KPECYATHIM HUMOOM WU XK€ 3AKI0YECHHE (PUTYPHl XPUCTA B MaH-
JOPJIBl PA3IMYHBIX TEOMETPUYECKUX (POPM. ADXUTEKTYPHOE YOPaH-
CTBO, KaK IIPE/CTABJIECHHOE B U300PA3UTENBHOM UCKYCCTBE, TaK U
pEAIbHOE XPAMOBOE, COCTOSIEE U3 APOUHBIX OKOH, IIPOXO/0B, HUII
W ceHer ( MUKPO-apXUTEKTYPHBIE COOPYKEHUSA C KOJTOHHAMU)
MOKET B PABHOU CTENEHU YKA3bIBATh HA KOHLENTYAJIbHOE U (PU3U-
YECKOE IPUCYTCTBUE XPUCTA-CBETA B CAKPATBHOM IPOCTPAHCTBE.

B aroi cTaTbe MBI PACCMOTPUM CPABHUTEILHO HEM3YYCHHYIO
TeMy: BujeHue CB. [leTpa, apxuenuckona Anexcanapuiickoro (300-
311). Takum 00pa30M MBI HaJ€€MCA NPOAECMOHCTPUPOBATD BAXK-
HOCTb U B3aUMOCBA3b yXOBHBIX U MATEPUAJIbHBIX ACHEKTOB CBETA,
34J€VICTBOBAHHBIX B CO3LAHUU IPOCTPAHCTBECHHBIX UKOH B BU34H-
THICKOH LIEPKBU. [IIyOOKO IOYNUTAEMBII B TPAAUIINK KOITCKOH, IPa-
BOCIABHOW M PHUMCKO-KaTOIM4YeCKOM nuepkser, Cs. Ilerp
ANEKCAH/IPUICKUI TTOJNYYUI IOYTH BCEOOIEE IPU3HAHUE CPEAU
XPUCTUAH U KAK «IIOCAEAHUY BEJTUKOMYYEHUK ETuUnTar, IpoCIaBUB-
IIMHACA B 9IIOXY CYPOBBIX TOHEHUN B 4-M BEKe H.3. Ero Taxxe xapak-
TEPUSYIOT KAK COCTPAJATENBHOIO U ITTyOOKOTO 6OrocoBd, ACHO
OCO3HABABIIETO €JMHCTBO ABONHON IPUPOAL XPUCTA (OOKECTBEH-
HOI U YEJIOBEYECKOI) B IEPUO/BI OCTPOIT HOI'OCIOBCKON TTOJEMUKH,
CMATEHUA ¥ BO3PACTAIOMIETO KOJIMUECTBA EPECEN HA XPUCTUAHCKOM
Bocroxke. Ero 60roc/oBckue Tpyzsl B 3HAYUTENBHOIN MEPE TTOBIUANH
Ha XapaKTep JOrMaTu4eCKOro BEPOYIEHNUH, YTBEPKIAECHHOI'O U3BECT-
HBIMHU IIEPKOBHBIMU COOOPAMH IIATOTO BEKA, B IEPBYIO OUEPEND, --
dpeccknm 1 XIKAAOHCKUM. [TOMUMO 3TOTrO, €r0 JKUTHE U OIUCAH-
HBIA UM JIyXOBHBIN OIBIT OCTABU/IN HE MEHeE 3aMETHBIN cnefl. B
YACTHOCTH, TEMA GOKXECTBEHHOI'O CBETA UTPAET KIIOUEBYIO POJIb B
ABYX 3MU30[aX U3 €I'0 KUTUM, IIEPEBEJCHHBIX HA IPEYECCKUH, KOIIT-
CKUH, CUPUUCKUN, APMAHCKUH, CTAPOCAABAHCKUY U JIATUHCKUN
A3BIKU. OJHAKIB! CBATOMY [leTpy AJIeKCaHAPUIICKOMY, MOTUBIIEMY-
Csl HOUBIO B CBOEN Kebe, O6pu10 BuseHue focnoga Mucyca Xpucra,
IPEJCTABIIETO B 06PA3€e ABEHAAATUIECTHETO MANbUUKA B IIOPBAH-
HBIX OJICK/IAX U3 60T NbHA. «JIUK ero 6bLT OCUSIH CBETOM, OYATO
BCIIBIIIKK MOJIHUM, MCXOJALIEM II0 BCEMY 3JaHMIO». Ha BOmpoc
[lerpa 0 TOM, KTO NOPBAJI €r0 TYHUKY, OTPOK OTBETHJL, YTO 3TO ObLI
Apuit (oK. 250-3306), CTOPOHHUK OJHOMMEHHOI'O €PETHIECKOTO yye-
HUA, OTPULIABIIETO CONPUPOAHOCTD bora-Orna u bora — Ceina, 2
TaKKe 60KECTBEHHYIO Ipupojy Mucyca Xpucra. Takke OH U3BECTHI
[lerpa 0 HEU3OEKHOCTU NIPEACTOAMETO TOCNEAHEMY MyYEHUYECTBA
U HACTOAJ Ha TOM, 4TO [IeTp JOMIKEH BOCIPENATCTBOBATD BOCCTA-
HOBJICHUIO ApUSl B €BXAPUCTUYECKOM OOMmEHUU C LlepKOBbIO,
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IIOCKOJIBKY Apuit orpunai, uTo «OH| CTaN KaK AUTA U yMeEpP, XOTA
[OH] KUBET BEUHO». [0oC/IE 3TOTO OTPOK-CBET U BUJECHUE UCUESIIH.
BOXeCTBEHHBIN CBET U €T0 MOIIb IIO3JHEE Ellle Pa3 ChIrPAIU KIove-
BYIO POJIb B JyXOBHOM OIIBITE CB. ITeTpa, KAK CBUETENbCTBYIOT IIHCh-
MEHHBIC UCTOYHUKY. IleTp OTKA3BIBAJICA BOCCEAATh HA CBOEM €IIU-
CKOIICKOM TPOHE, KaK 3TO IMPENUCAHO JIUTYPIUYECKUM L{EPKOBHBIM
KAHOHOM, ITOCKOJIBKY «Iy4€3dpHOE, HEU3IVIATOJAHHOEC CHUAHUECH
3AII0JHANO COOOH TPOH, OJHOBPEMEHHO BBI3bIBAA ¥ IleTpa 4yBCTBA
61arorOBEHHOrO CTPaxa U PajjocTy, mo3romy IleTp Bcerna cupen
TOJIBKO Y MOJHOXUA TPOHA BO BPEMA CBOEI'O aPXUEMUCKOICKOIO
CIyxKeHud. brarodectusbie Bepyoomue U nocaenosarenu Ilerpa
«BOCCTAHOBUJIU €0 HA TPOHE» TOJIBKO MOCJIE TOIO KAK CBATOM MIPO-
CIIABUJICA, IIPETEPIEB MYYEHUYECTBO, YTOTOBABIICE €My BEYHYIO
JKU3Hb.

[ToMMMO UCTOPUYECKON [IEHHOCTH B 3MOXY GOTOCIOBCKUX CIIO-
poB U (POPMUPOBAHUA KIIOUEBBIX IMONOKEHUH XPUCTUAHCKOTO
BEPOYYEHHA U NMPAKTUKU JYXOBHOI'O AENAHMA, JAHHBIE BUJECHUS,
CITYXUBIIHE B KAUECTBE OOKECTBEHHOTO OTKPOBEHHUA, OTCBUIAIOT HAC
K €BAHI'CJIbCKUM [TOBECTBOBAHUAM O IIEPBOM IPUIIECTBUU XPHUCTA
BO IUIOTHU U KEPTBE, IPUHECEHHON VM pail UCKYIIEHUS YeIOBeYe-
CTBA, 4 TAKKE K 3CXATOJIOTMYECKUM OXMIAHUAM BTOpPOro
[IpumecTsud (IPECTON YTOTOBAHHDIN, CIYXKAWMN YKA3AHUEM IIPU-
CyTcTBUA BoXMA JaxKe BO BpeMs €ro BUAMMOIO OTCYTCTBUA). B
060X C1y4asax, 60KECTBEHHOMY CBETY IIPUIUCBIBAETCA XAPAKTED
CBEPXBECTECTBEHHOT'O PEJIUIMO3HOTO OINBbITA (BUICHUA), KOTOPHIH
MOJKET OBITH OHAT KK 3€PKAIbHOE OTOOPAKEHHUE HE TOMBKO CBETO-
HOCHOCTH JIyXOBHOU XKU3HHU, HO TAKKE U KAK CIIOCOO MIPUYTOTOBIIE-
HUSA K KU3HY, HATIOJHEHHON CUSHUEM BeYHOCTH. 002 3TUX CBETO-
HOCHBIX BHJICHMA B BBHICIIEH CTENEHM MNEPMOOPMATUBHEI IIO
XAPAKTEPY U SIMOLMOHAIBLHO AMOMBAICHTHBL, OZHOBPEMEHHO fABJIA-
ACh TPEBOXHBIMY ¥ YCIIOKAUBAIOMUMU: BCEMOTrymui Tocriops Mucyc
XPpUCTOC NMOABIAETCS KAK U3NYYAIOMUI CUSHUE MAIBUUK B PA30-
PBAHHBIX OJEXKAAX, 4 €0 BEPHBLIM IOCIEA0BATEND [IeTp ymMupaer
CTPAIIHON CMEPTDIO, YTOOBI B UTOTE CTAKATb YTOTOBAHHBIA €My
IYCTYIOIUI IIPECTOJ CJIABBI B KU3HU OyaymIeil. 13 3TUX ABYX BUJiE-
Hui aerenue IleTpy monypasaeToro 1y4e3apHoro OTpoKa B PBAHON
TYHHUKE CO BPEMEHEM BO300JIa1aJ10 HAJL PYTON TEMOH, IEPUOJNYE-
CKHU IOAB/IAACH B MOHYMEHTAIbHBIX IPOIPAMMAX POCIIACH BU3dH-
TUUCKUX U IIOCT-BU3AHTUICKUX LEPKBEN (¢ 13-ro no 17-1 Beka).
JlaHH24 TeaTpaIM30BAHHAA «scene horroir», KAk €€ METKO 0603Ha-
yus [a6puanp Muie, OIUH U3 OCHOBOIONIOXKHUKOB COBPEMEHHOM
BU3AHTUHUCTUKHY, U IBJISIETCI OCHOBHOM TEMOI JAHHOH CTATHU.

Onupasch HA TPAAULMIO CO3/JaHUS 00PA30B CAKPAJIBHOTO, KaK B
(PU3NYECKOM NPOCTPAHCTBE, TAK U C IIOMOIIBIO IICUX0JOTMYECKUX 1
PUTOPUYECKUX IIPUEMOB (3MOLIMOHANBHBIE U KOTHUTUBHBIE ACIIEK-
THI), JUAJIOT B pacckase 0 Bugenuu cs. [lerpa ANEeKCaHAPUICKOIO
HaubO0JIEE HATTIAAHO BOIUIOMIAET NPUHIMI NEPGOPMaTUBHOCTU. OH
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TAKKE KPATKO BBOAUT OOTOCIOBCKUE NPEACTABIEHUA 00 NCTUHHON
BEpPE U €peCH (APUAHCTBE), O EBXAPUCTUUECKOM 3HAUEHUU KAHOHU-
3UPOBAHHOI'O LIEPKOBBIO YUEHU, 4 TAKKE IIPOBOAUT BU3YAJILHBIE U
IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIE NAPAJIIENH, KAK 00 3TOM CBUICTENLCTBYIOT UKO-
HOTpa(U4eCKue NPOrpaMMbl BU3AHTUHCKUX Pppecok. Ocoboe BHU-
MAHHE VAEMAETCA MONHOCTBIO COXPAHMBIIUMCH M300PAKEHUAM
BI/I,[LCHI/IH CB. HeTpa U UX HAXOXICHUIO B « TUMUHAJIBHBIX> IIPOCTPAH-
CTBAX (HAPTEKCE U JUAKOHHUKE) B Lepksu B Mucrpe (1291/2), a
Takke B xpame boromarepu Ilepusnentsl B Oxpuge (1295),
[Manarun OnmummoTHCCH B Dnacone B Peccanuu (1295/6), riepksu
Yenenus B [pavanune (ox. 1321), xpamax Cs. Imutpusd (ok. 1320) u
Bboromarepu Ogururpuu B Ileuxe [TaTpuapment (ok. 1330), B xpame
Ycnenusa B Marenue (ok. 1350), B nepksax Ycnenus [Ipecsaron
boropoauusl (ok. 1350) u Cearoro Hukonas B 3p3e (ok. 1350),
Cearoro Huxonas 8 Kacropun (ox. 1350-85), Caroro Iepmana Ha
oszepe IIpecna (ToYHAsA JATUPOBKA OTCYTCTBYET, IPEATIONOKUTEND-
HO, 14 B?, pectaspupoBana B 18-m Beke), Caroit Tpoutisl B Manacuu
(1407-18), B MoHacTBIpe KopoHac B ®eccamun (15-1 BEK), 2 TAKKE B
uepksu Cearoro Kpecra na Kunpe (15-11 Bex). Ciopa xe caegyer
OTHECTH LIEPKOBb B 4eCTb Poxziectsa Moanna IIpegreyn B MOHACTHI-
pe Aruy [luonmcuy Ha rope Adon (16-if BEK), IEPKOBb
[Ipeobpaxenus TocmogHs B MOHACTBIpe Benukuit Mereop B
Mereope (nepecrpoen okoso 1380 r., ppecku JaTUPYIOTCA OKOJIO
1550 1.), nepkosb I[Ipeobpaxenus focosHsa B MOHACTBIPE Pycany,
Mereopa (ok. 1545), moHacTsIpb Jycuky B Tpuxane, ®eccamus (15-
16-11 BeK), KapOIUKOH U TAPIKIECUOH I[EPKBU MOHACTBIPCKOTO
xoMIuiekca B Jlapucce, ®eccanug (oK. 1540-X rofos, ppecku Ox.
1640-x rozioB).

AHAIN3 TUX U300PAKEHUN NPEXKIE BCETO KOHIIEHTPUPYETCH
BOKpPYT «06pa3a Tend», NAMITH U JUHAMUYHOMN, OHTOJOIUYECKON
MHOT'OYPOBHEBOI MOJENN NPOCTPAHCTBA. [Ipexze BCEro, 3TO CBe-
TOHOCHOE T€JIO XPUCTA, YTO UHOTAA TBOPYECKHU NTOJUEPKUBAETCA
OBAJIOM MAH/IOPJIBI WJIH K€ [IEHTPANBHO BBICTPOECHHBIM dPXUTEK-
TYpHBIM ObpamineHreM. OHO K€ 33]A€T TOH OCA34TEIBHOMY BOC-
NPUATHUIO CAKPAILHOT'O IPOCTPAHCTBA. PasopBannas LienbHad TyHU-
Ka XpHUCT4 HANOMUHAET O IEJIbHOM €IMHCTBE OOKECTBEHHON U
4EeI0BEYECKON NPUPOJ XPHUCTA, KOTOPOE OBbIIO MOCTABIEHO MOJ
COMHEHHUE «HECMBICIEHHBIM» APUEM, KOTOPOTO 0OBIYHO U306pa-
KAIOT CUAAIIMM HA KOPTOYKAX C JIMLIOM, CKPBITHIM BO Mpake (dam-
natio memoriae).

Jlnd yeunenuns gormara o eguHeTse npupog Oria u ChiHa, 4 TAKKE
I TOTO, 9TOOBI MOGYAUTD 3PUTENA K PA3MBIIIEHUAM O TOM, YEM
bor sBiseTCA U HE ABIAETCSH, 30J0TONH HUMO XPpHUCTA-OTPOKA HA
HEKOTOPBIX (PPECKAX COACPKUT HAJITUCh, OTCBUIAIOIIYIO K ABJIEHHO-
My B OTBET H4 Npochby Moucea umenu bora — O QN (I ecmb
cymui»). Bo-BTopeix, 06pas [lerpa AJEKCAaHAPUIICKOTO CIYKUT 3ep-
Ka4JIbHBIM OTPAKEHUEM 00Pa3a EI0 TE3KH, AIOCTOJA [1eTpa, KOTOPBIX
IEPBBIM CPEAU YYEHUKOB NPU3HAI OGOXECTBEHHYIO CYI[HOCTDb
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XpuCTa. B-TpeThUX, XKECTBL, XAPAKTEPHBIE I N300PAKEHUI OTPOKA
Xpucra u IleTpa AJTEKCAHAPUICKOTO, CIYKAT AJUIIO3UAMU HA PAJ
IOBTOPAIOIMUXCA OMONEHCKUX, UCTOPUYECKUX U JIUTYPIUYECKUX
HCTOYHUKOB, U BCTYIAIOT B HEIIOCPE/CTBEHHBIN BU3YAIbHBIIN U IIPO-
CTPAHCTBEHHBIN «IUAJIO» CO CBA3AHHBIMU 110 CMBICIY COCEAHUMHU
CIeHAMU (KaK, Hanpumep, Mydenunuectso ¢B. Credana, Menncmoc,
Xpucroc Bo rpobe, Bockpecenue, bybre Kak ieTH). B-ueTBepThIX,
OYEHb 4ACTO XPHCTA H300PAKAIOT HA ANTAPHOM IIPECTOJIE, HHOT-
Ja — TI0J CeHbI0. ONHOBPEMEHHO HA00P KECTOB XPHUCTA-OTPOKA U
[lerpa ANEKCaHAPUICKOTIO COOTBETCTBYET PUTYAIbHBIM ACHCTBAAM
U JKECTAM, KK Pa3 CBEPIIAEMBIM B aITape BO BpeMsa EBxapucrun
(MMCTHYECKOTO NIPUCYTCTBUA IIPUHECIIETO CE6A B KEPTBY XPUCTA).
Hepeaxo TanHCTBO CBEPIIAETCH B IPUMBIKAIOMEM K aITAPIO IIPO-
CTPAHCTBE, B KOTOPOM HAXOAUTCA (PECKA € M300pAKEHHEM
Bunenus Ilerpa AneKkcaHapumncKkoro.

[leppopmaruBHble  BO3MOXKHOCTH  «Bupenusa ¢B. Ilerpa
ANEKCAHAPUICKOTO» IPEACTAIOT OCOOEHHO HATIALHO B KOHTEKCTE
Teopuu nepGopMaTuBHOro. OIKH U3 ACIEKTOB 3TON TEOPUHU YCIIOB-
HO 0003HAYEH KaK « HapymeHue kazpa (breaking of frame)», koraa
YY4CTHUKU JENUCTBA CTAHOBATCA 9ACTBIO U300PAKEHHOTO PUTYAII, B
KOTOpOM ILCfICTBI/IH 1 34JI0KEHHBIC B HUX CMBICJIBI CXOAATCA BOCAU-
HO B (PM3UUYECKOM U CAKPAIBHOM IIPOCTPAHCTBAX (MHOTOMEPHBIE
IUIAHBl WIN «[IPOCTPAHCTBO» BHE IPOCTPAHCTBA). Mepapxuuecku
OPraHU30BAHHOE, HO B TO K€ BPEMA MHOTO(OKYCHOE, Busenue cs.
[leTpa ANEKCAaHAPHUICKOTO COOTBETCTBYET IIOHATHIO YIIPABIAEMOIO
ABDKEHUA CKBO3b CAKPAJIBHOE IPOCTPAHCTBO MOJIEHHBIX 00PA30B K
6€3MATEKHOCTH HETBAPHOTIO CBETA (B OTIUYUE, OT, HAIPUMED, [IBY-
CTOPOHHUX UKOH, IEPEMEIAEMBIX B (PU3NYECKOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE).

B 3TOM CAKpAJIbHOM INYTEMECTBUM MPOUCXOAUT IIPUMHUPEHUE
KaXKYIIUXCA MAPAAOKCAIBHBIMU IPOTUBOPEYHI, PABHO3HAYHBIX U
COCYIIECTBYIOIUX JPYT C APYTOM KATETOPHUN GOKECTBEHHOTO H
YEJI0BEYECKOTO, AMOPATUIECKOTO (TIONOKHUTENBHOTO) B KaTaPaTh-
4eCKOro (OTPUILATENBHOI0) OOr0NO3HAHU. JJyXOBEHCTBO, 10 IIpe-
UMYIIECTBY U ABIAIOMEECA AYAUTOPUEH, MOCBALCHHON B CMBIC]
3TUX 00PA30B, CTAHOBUTCA PUTYAIBHO (IIEP(OPMATUBHO) AKTUBHOI
YACTBIO JAHHOTO POJA CIOKHBIX IMPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX UKOH, TEM
CAMBIM CHMBOJIMYECKM M OYKBANIbHO INPOBOLUPYH <«HAPYLICHHUE
Kagpa». O6061mad eme mupe, MOKHO CKA3aThb, YTO BHYTPU 3TOIO
M30LIPEHHOIO TBOPYECKOTO ¥ (PUI0COMCKOr0 KOHCTPYKTA CUTHHU-
(PUKAT CTAHOBUTCA AEHOTATOM, TEM CAMBIM YCUIIMBAA CYTh XPUCTH-
AHCKOI'0 YYEHHMH, COINIACHO KOTOPOMY CTSKAHUE HETBAPHOI'O CBETA
€CTb HE 3HAK XPUCTA, 2 OOPETEHHUE CaAMOT0 XPHUCTA ¥ OOOKEHHE.

Putopuka n nepdopmatMBHOCTbL CBETA B Cak-
pasibHOM NPOCTPAHCTBE:
BupeHwue cB. NeTpa AnekcaHgpumnckoro




300

This essay results from the paper Light as Frame and Framing Light: Vision
of St. Peter of Alexandria presented at the International Symposium Fire and
Light in the Sacred Space organized by Dr. Alexei Lidov and the Research
Institute for World Culture at the Moscow State University in Moscow,
Russia, in September 2011 and published in the Proceedings Orons u Cer
B CakpaapHOM ITpocTpaHCTBe: MaTepHasIbl MEKIYHAPOAHOTO CUMIIO3UY-
Ma / Ed. A. Lidov. Moscow, 2011, p. 118-122. Almost concurrently an acribic
article by Archimandrite Silas Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision of saint
Peter of Alexandria in the sanctuary of Byzantine churches // 30TPAD 35
(2011), p. 63-71 offered a very convincing iconographical analysis of this
peculiar Vision of St. Peter of Alexandria, which supported a thesis about its
Bucharistic meaning and didactic role in the context of theological debates
on heresy and orthodoxy. Koukiaris’ work is in accordance with some of my
preliminary conclusions which I presented in Moscow. Therefore, in this
revised version of my paper, I only touch upon the topics of Eucharist and
theological debates in passing by making references to Koukiaris’ work. At
the same time, I focus mainly on the role of the Vision of St. Peter of
Alexandria within the creation of spatial icons and methodological que-
stions as to how we may further study the material. I have also joined exam-
ples from Koukiaris’ paper to examples in the catalogue of the analyzed obj-
ects I assembled, which resulted in more than 55 attested representations of
the Vision in the churches in the territories associated with Byzantine cultu-
re. In preparing the paper for publication I also benefited from the subtle
and collegiate comments of numerous individuals. Once again, Alexei Lidov
provided unreserved support in various stages of the work on this paper. I
am especially grateful to Ljubomir Milanovi¢ from the Institute for
Byzantine Studies of the Serbian Academy of Arts and Sciences, who helped
me locate numerous examples of the images of the Vision in monumental
church programs. Vsevold Rozhniatovsky, Ivan Drpi¢, Maria Cristina Carile,
Eleni Dimitriadou, Maria Parani, and Kevin Kalish offered unselfishly addi-
tional references and critical suggestions, which I included in this work. As
many times before, my husband, Dusan Danilovi¢, was my first reader and
critic outside of the academic field of art and architectural history. I am par-
ticularly grateful to editorial help by Joyce Newman and Erin Kalish, who
revised the text first for the published proceedings and then for this volume.
Within the Judeo-Christian realm, there are numerous Biblical references to
various types of light such as the natural light of the day (e.g. Genesis 1:5),
the artificial light of lamps (e.g. Exodus 35:14), the miraculous light of the
Transfiguration (e.g. Matthew 17:2), the spiritual light and life force of peop-
le (e.g. John 1:4), or light as an attribute of divine glory (e.g. Hebrews 1:3).
Needless to say that within the religious context all types of light, including
natural light are considered a divine creation (Genesis 1:3-4), and ultimately
that God is light (e.g. 1 John 1:5).

Alexei Lidov in his books Hierotopy. Comparative Studies of Sacred Spaces /
Ed. A. Lidov. Moscow, 2009; /I1008 A. iepoTOonust: IpOCTPAHCTBEHHBIE UKO-
Hbl 11 00PA3bI-IAPAAUT MBI B BU3AHTUHCKOH Ky/bType. Mocksa, 2009; Spatial
Icons. Performativity in Byzantium and Medieval Russia / Ed. A. Lidov.
Moscow, 2011 challenges this modernist approach by suggesting the incor-
poration of new approaches of performativity, spatial icons, icon-paradigms
within the hierotopical studies. Several other art historians also provide sen-
sitive studies on art and ritual and emphasize the need for the inclusion of
the performative along with rhetorical and representational approaches to
studies of visual arts. See, for example: Walter C. Art and Ritual of the
Byzantine Church. London, 1982; Elsner J. Image and Ritual: Reflections on
the Religious Appreciation of Classical Art // The Classical Quarterly, New
Series 46/2 (1996), p. 515-531; Gerstel S. The Creation of Sacred Space //
Beholding the Sacred Mysteries. Programs of the Byzantine Sanctuary.
Seattle, London, 1999, p. 5-14; Walker ]. A. Why Performance? Why Now?

The Rhetoric and Performativity of Light in the
Sacred Space: A Case Study of The Vision of St.
Peter of Alexandria




301

Textuality and the Rearticulation of Human Presence // The Yale Journal of

Criticism 16/1 (2003), p. 149-175, with references.

Rhetoric, “the formulaic art of persuasive public speaking,” was central in
Byzantine cultural landscape. Kazhdan A, Jeffreys E.M, and Cutler
A Rhetoric // Oxford Dictionary of Byzantium / Eds. A. Kazhdan et al. Vol. 3
New York, Oxford, 1991, p. 1788-90, with references. On the rhetoric of
visual arts as a “series of conventions that encapsulated a particular set of
meanings and ultimately made any other visual pattern difficult to imagine,”
Brubaker L. Text and picture in manuscripts: what's rhetoric got to do with
it? // Rhetoric in Byzantium: Papers from the Thirty-Fifth Spring Symposium
of Byzantine Studies / Ed. E. Jeffreys. Aldreshot, 2003, p. 257. See also: Jeffreys
E. Introduction // Rhetoric in Byzantium: Papers from the Thirty-Fifth
Spring Symposium of Byzantine Studies / Ed. E. Jeffreys. Aldreshot, 2003, p.
1-5; Maguire H. Art and Eloquence in Byzantium. Princeton, 1994; Maguire
H. Truth and Convention in Byzantine Descriptions of Works of Art //
Dumbarton Oaks Papers 28 (1974), p. 113-140; Roland B. The Rhetoric of
the Image // Image, Music, Text. / Ed. and trans. S. Heath. New York, 1977, p.
32-51; Kress G. and van Leeuwen T. Reading Images: The Grammar of Visual
Design. New York, 1996; Defining Visual Rhetorics / Eds. Hill C. and Helmers
M. Mahwah, 2004; van Biihren R. Die Werke der Barmherzigkeit in der
Kunst des 12.—18. Jahrhunderts. Zum Wandel eines Bildmotivs vor dem
Hintergrund neuzeitlicher Rhetorikrezeption (Studien zur Kunstgeschichte,
vol. 115). Hildesheim, Zurich, New York, 1998.

Seemingly paradoxically, however, the followers are not receiving sacred
light directly and rarely through visual perception but rather as a miraculous
divine intervention. As if to suggest various ways humans can be spiritually
transformed, the biblical references record the conversion of Saul to Paul
marked by his temporary blindness (Acts 9:3-9), the apostles turn their eyes
away while receiving the vision of the Transfiguration on Mt. Tabor
(Matthew 17:1-9, Mark 9:2-8, Luke 9:28-306), while Moses was unaware that
his face was shining and reflecting the glory of God when he descended
from Mount Sinai after communicating with God (Exodus 34:29-35). In
each case, recorded visions as the encounters with the divine reflect the
restoration of sight and spiritual illumination.

The treatment of physical light in sacred space or its related artistic repre-
sentations aim to communicate and channel holiness. Some of the most
widely known Byzantine artistic representational conventions include ico-
nic images of Christ as a source of divine light through glowing reflections
from his flesh and brilliant vestments. The long-lived representational con-
vention for framing light in the visual arts is achieved by creating the circu-
lar nimbus around the head, which is uniquely cruciform for Christ, by
depicting other centralized geometric forms of the mandorlas of light aro-
und Christ’s body, and by using glittering materials such as gold or precious
stones around holy figures that suggest the reflective and emanative qualiti-
es of light. Podskaisky G. and Cutler A. Light // Oxford Dictionary of
Byzantium / Eds. A. Kazhdan et al. Vol. 2 New York, Oxford, 1991, p.
1226-27, with references. Architectural frames, both depicted and real —
such as arched windows, passageways, niches or canopies (basic columnar
micro-architectural structures) also may denote the physical and conceptual
centrality of Christ-light in the sacred space. Perhaps the most obvious arc-
hitectural convention is the opening of windows in the church dome and in
the axis of the sanctuary apse as a sole source of natural light, directly linked
with the Eucharistic mystery performed within the sanctuary. Identified with
Christ-light, this sophisticated use of natural light in a sacred space is occa-
sionally even strengthened by the codified liturgical references. A striking
example is the inscription ®XOIT — Odg Xpiotod aivel ndot (“The light
of Christ illuminates all”) from the capital of the window mullion in the
sanctuary of the Virgin Peribleptos in Ohrid (1295). See nice discussion in:
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14
15
16
17
18

19

20

Gerstel S. Beholding .., p. 37, fig. 42. The exclamation ®dg Xpiotod gaivet
ndou refers to the Resurrection light and derives from the lucernarium rite
as attested as early as the 4th ¢, and is also part of the Nicene Creed. On the
topic with further references: Alexopoulos S. The Presanctified Liturgy in the
Byzantine Rite: A Comparative Analysis of Its Origins, Evolution, and
Structural Components. Leuven, Paris, Walpole, MA, 2009, p. 167-183.

On the concept of spatial icons as "iconic imagery presented as spatial
visions":JIudos A. Ueporonus .., definition on p. 7, English summary p. 304.

Vivian T. St. Peter of Alexandria Bishop and Martyr. Philadelphia, 1988 pro-
vides comprehensive overview and critical analysis of hagiographical refe-
rences to St. Peter as well as letters and works attributed to St. Peter of
Alexandria. See also: Haile G. The Martyrdom of St. Peter Archbishop of
Alexandria // Analecta Bolandiana 98 (1980), p. 85-92.

Vivian T. St. Peter .., p. 1-8, 67-68, 75.

Vivian T. St. Peter .., p. 72.

Vivian T. St. Peter .., p. 72.

Vivian T. St. Peter .., p. 78.

See, for example, the convincing essay by Koukiaris. The depiction of the
Vision ., p. 63-71, with references.

On the Menologion of Basil II see, for example, Paschalidis S. A. The
Hagiography of the Eleventh and Twelfth Centuries // Ashgate research
companion to Byzantine hagiography. Volume I: periods and places / Ed.
S. Efthymiadis. Farnham, Surrey, England; Burlington, VT, 2011, p. 143-172,
esp. p. 144-145, with references.

Grabar A. Un rouleau liturgique Constantinopolitain et ses peintures //
Dumbarton Oak Papers 8 (1954), p. 161-199, esp. p. 176 and fig. 18.

Grabar A., Un rouleau liturgique .., p. 161-199; Koukiaris. The depiction of
the Vision .., p. 63-71.

Grabar A, Un rouleau liturgique ., p. 161-199; Koukiaris. The depiction of
the Vision .., p. 63-71.

Millet G. La Vision de Pierre d’Alexandrie // Melanges Ch. Diehl. Paris, 1930,
p.99-115.

I roughly touch upon the topic of body- and practice-oriented elements of
performativity in Byzantine sacred space with references to scholarship on
performativity in Bogdanovic, J. The Performativity of Shrines in a Byzantine
Church: The Shrines of St. Demetrios // Spatial Icons. Performativity in
Byzantium and Medieval Russia / Ed. A. Lidov. Moscow, 2011, p. 275-316,
esp. n. 7. The entire volume Spatial Icons. Performativity in Byzantium and
Medieval Russia / Ed. A. Lidov. Moscow, 2011 provides an invaluable com-
pendium that shifts the predominant interest in representational to perfor-
mative and combines the two within the larger scope of hierotopical studi-
es.

Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision .., p. 63-71 also examines the iconog-
raphy of the painted scene of the Vision and rightly points to its didactic
role. See also: Dufrenne S. Images du decor de la prothese // Revue des etu-
des byzantines 26 (1968), p. 297-310; Walter C. Sirarpie Der Nersessian,
Lillustration des psautiers grecs du Moyen Age. II. Londres, Add. 19.352 //
Reuvue des études byzantines 30/1 (1972), p. 368-370, who point to the pro-
minence of the Vision within the decorative program of the prothesis and
within council themes in monumental paintings.

Millet G. La Vision .., p. 99—115; Grozdanov C. Ohridsko zidno slikarsvo
XIV veka. Beograd. 1980; Grozdanov C. Vizijata na Petar Aleksandriski vo
zivopisot na Bogorodica Perivlepta (Sv. Kliment) vo Ohrid // Studii za
ohridskiot zivopis. Skopje, 1990, p. 102—-107; Suboti¢ G. Pogeci monaskog
zivota i crkva manastira Sretenja u Meteorima // Zbornik Likovnih Umetnosti
Matice Srpske 2 (1966), p. 125-177; Suboti¢ G. Ohridska slikarska §kola XV
veka. Beograd, 1980; Constantinides E. C. The Wall Paintings of the Panagia
Olympiotissa at Elasson in Northern Thessaly. Athens, 1992, p. 183-185;
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Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision .., p. 63-71, with additional references.
I have also visited some of the churches in the Balkans and recorded infor-
mation about the images. This list is certainly not comprehensive as exam-
ples from Russia are also missing. I thank Vsevold Rozhniatovsky who furt-
her informed me that several 15th-century churches in Russia have the
Vision depicted in their protheses.

21 Exceptions do exist. For example, the 15th-16th century very small and for
many reasons unique tower-church of the Colioi monastery in the village of
Suseg near Hatoeg, in Transylvania, Romania, actually contains the depiction
of the Vision of St. Peter within its one-partite sanctuary. Rusu A. A. and
Burnichioiu I. Medieval Monuments from Hateg District. Cluj-Napoca, 2008,
np.

22 There are numerous works on the monumental programs of the Middle and
then Late Byzantine churches. Demus O. Byzantine Mosaic Decoration.
Aspects of Monumental Art in Byzantium. New Rochelle, 1976 remains the
seminal work on the topic.

23 Here and in the rest of the paper, following the writings and life of St. Peter
of Alexandria, Holy Communion is understood broadly in its two-fold mea-
ning as a fellowship (communion) of believers — the living church, and as
the Eucharist.

24 As expected, the image of the theme of Melismos that depicts the body of
Christ-child in a liturgical paten ready for the sacrifice would be usually
represented in the protheses and sanctuaries of Byzantine churches. See, for
example: Babic G. Les discussions christologiques et le decor des églises
byzantines au Xlle siecle. Les eveches officiant devant I'hetimasie et devant
I'Amnos // Frubmittelalterliche Studien 2 (1968), p. 368-386; Walier C. Art
and Ritual ., p. 203-219; Gerstel S. Bebolding .., p. 86-87.

25 See also discussion in Koukiaris. The depiction of the Vision ., p. 63-71 and
analysis of the iconographic features of Arius as a representation of theolo-
gical and historical debates about orthodoxy and heresy.

26 The hagiographical references to St. Peter of Alexandria confirm that “He
imitated his Lord who had said that the good shepherd gives his life for his
flock.” Moreover, Peter of Alexandria is directly compared with Apostle
Peter: “Peter (was) the first of the apostles, Peter (shall be) the last of mar-
tyrs.” Vivian T. St. Peter ., citations on p. 74, 75.

27 Vivian T. St. Peter .., p. 78.

28 Here, I refer to orthopraxy as defined by Carruthers M. The Craft of
Thought. Mediation, Rhetoric, and Making of Images 400-1200. Cambridge,
2000, p. 1-3 as a set of experiences and techniques, which can never be
completely articulated in texts but are based on practicing orthodoxy as a
way of life.

29 Millet G. La Vision .., p. 99-115, esp. p. 109.

30 Interestingly, the Hesychastic movement concerned with the meditative
search to receive experiential knowledge of God, most often through visions
of God and uncreated divine light was especially strong in the period after
the 13th century. Meyendorff]. Introduction a I'é¢tude de Grégoire Palamas.
Paris, 1959; Meyendorff J. Byzantine Hesychasm: Historical, Theological and
Social Problems. London, 1974; Krausmuller D. The Rise of Hesychasm //
Cambridge History of Christianity. Vol. V: Eastern Christianity / Ed.
M. Angold. Cambridge, 2006, 101-126, with extensive references. Recent
text on hesychasm and Byzantine visual culture with numerous references
to light: Drpic¢ I Art, Hesychasim, and Visual Exegesis. Parisinus Greacus 1242
Revisited // Dumbarton Oak Papers 62 (2008), p. 217-247.

31 On the concept of “breaking the frame” in the performative constructs:
Dennis K. and Jones A. Performance Art // Encyclopedia of Aesthetics / Ed.
M. Kelly. Oxford Art Online. 17 Jun. 2012.
http://www.oxfordartonline.comjproxylib.ecu.edu/subscriber/article /opr/
t234/€0397>. On the role of light in transforming architectural into perfor-
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32

33

34

35

mative and fluid space see also: Fischer-Lichte E. Performative Spaces and
Imagined Spaces. How Bodily Movement Sets the Imagination in Motion //
Dynamics and Performativity of Imagination: The Image between the Visible
and the Invisible / Eds. B. Huppauf, C. Wulf. New York, 2009, p. 178-187, esp.
180.

There are numerous references to the uncreated light that could be achie-
ved within contemplative practices, known from within hesychasm. See
note 30 above.

On the ritual use of double-sided icons in Byzantine tradition, see for
example: Weyl Carr A. Double-Sided Icon with the Virgin Hodegetria and the
Man of Sorrows // The Glory of Byzantium: art and culture of the Middle
Byzantine era, A.D. 843-1261 / Eds. H. C. Evans and W. D. Wixom. New York,
1997, pp. 125-126, cat. no. 72.

While the kataphatic deals with affirmative thinking about what God is, the
apophatic is concerned with questions of what God is not in order to reach
the inexpressible knowledge of God beyond being. On the apophatic and
kataphatic practices within the Byzantine cultural construct, there are
numerous works. Perl E. D. Theophany. The Neoplatonic Philosophy of
Dionysius the Areopagite. Albany, NY, 2007, p. 5-16 provides an excellent
discussion about the philosophical apophaticism that reasons about God
beyond being and intelligibility. Ivanovi¢ F. Symbol and Icon: Dionysius the
Areopagite and the Iconoclastic Crisis. Eugene, 2010, p. 22 and note 32
explains how apophatic theology is often mistakenly equated with negative
theology, which denies any possibility of knowing God.
Meyendorf]. Byzantine Theology, Historical Trends and Doctrinal Themes.
New York, 1974, p. 15ff also shows how the Greek philosophical notion of
the apophasis differs from the Christian notion which allows for positive
meeting with the Unknown through the Holy Spirit.

JIudos A. Ueporonus.., p. 338.
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