[image: image1.jpg]i METAMORPHOSE

I
A Catholic Ministry for Exposing the Truth about Alternative Medicine, the Occult in Reiki &
Pranic Healing and Orlental Spirtual Exercises of the New Age Movement
" queries and detailed information, please call on MICHAEL PRABHU.

MICHAEL PRABHU, #12, Dawn Apartments, 22, Leith Castle South Street, Chennal 600 028, INDIA.
inet  website : wiww.cphesians-511.net

FROMDARKNESS TOLIGHT  Phone : +91 (44) 24611606, ~e-mail : michaclprabhu@vs



                                                                                              JUNE 5, 2019 
Ambo, lectern, pulpit
Pulpit, lectern, ambo: What’s the difference?
https://vocationnetwork.org/en/blog/questions_catholics_ask/2011/02/pulpit_lectern_ambo_whats_the_difference
By Alice M. Camille, February 16, 2011
Casually, they mean the same thing: the place from which readers read, cantors chant, and preachers preach. The original term for the whole thing was the Greek word ambo. When “church” evolved from being a name for the assembly to designate the special building where people gathered, architecture began to define the liturgical movements. Because the Mass comes in two parts, the Liturgy of the Word and of the Eucharist, the ambo was the place where the first part happened, and the altar was the stage for the second.
We see the vestige of the ambo design in the semicircular part of the sanctuary that juts into the assembly. The ambo pulpit was first positioned there on an elevated platform. Two staircases led to it. The subdeacon ascended from the east and, facing the altar, proclaimed the epistle. The deacon ascended from the west, facing the people, and proclaimed the gospel. Because both readings were chanted, this front area also housed the choir and was part of what today would be called the “music ministry.” Preaching was normally done from the presider’s chair.

The ambo design imitated the mountain where Moses received the Law and Jesus offered his famous Sermon. From the 4th-12th centuries this configuration was popular, leading to developments such as two ambos: an eastern one dedicated to the epistle and a western one with a permanent candle used for the gospel. Less common was the double-decker ambo with a lower station for the epistle and higher one for the gospel.

The pulpit eventually replaced the old ambo. Less ornate in decoration, it was still elevated (pulpit, by the way, means “scaffold”). The pulpit was separated from the choir and used purely for proclamation, its exalted stage viewed as the "position of the perfect.” Even during the early ambo period, acoustics were poor from the chair so some sermons were delivered from the ambo. The pulpit supported this tradition and is now usually the name for the place from which priests and deacons read the gospel and give the homily.

The lectern is a humbler development: It’s a support for a book. It may denote the stand the priest uses to prop up the sacramentary at the altar. Today, ambo and lectern are often used interchangeably to refer to the place where the readings, psalm responses, and general intercessions are proclaimed. The pulpit is generally reserved for preaching and the gospel reading.

Scripture
• 2 Chronicles 6:12-13; Nehemiah 8:3-5; Isaiah 40:9; Matthew 5:1-2
Online
• Built of Living Stones: Art, Architecture, and Worship, United States Conference of Catholic Bishops, Committee on Divine Worship

Books
• The House of God: Church Architecture, Style and History by Edward R. Norman (Norton/Thames and Hudson, 2005)
• Repitching the Tent: Reordering the Church Building for Worship and Mission by Richard Giles (Liturgical Press, 1999)

What’s the difference between an ambo and a pulpit?
https://aleteia.org/2018/01/23/whats-the-difference-between-an-ambo-and-a-pulpit/
By Philip Kosloski, January 23, 2018
They look the same, but were traditionally used for two separate purposes.
In Church lingo, people often talk about ambos and pulpits interchangeably. Historically, however, these two terms were used to identify different things, and each had its own specific purpose in the liturgy.

Ambo

The word “ambo” comes from a Greek word meaning “step” or “elevation.” Since the 4th century Christians were accustomed to using a raised platform during Mass to chant or read the Epistle (typically a reading from St. Paul’s letters) and Gospel. 
Some historians believe it is connected to the platform used by Jewish rabbis to read the scriptures before the people. Spiritually it is derived from the action of Jesus when he “went up on the mountain, and … opened his mouth and taught them” (Matthew 5:1, 2).

As the liturgy developed two ambos were put in place to distinguish between the Epistle and the Gospel. The Epistle ambo was placed on the southern side of the sanctuary, while the Gospel ambo was located on the northern side. Ambos were designed in various ways, always with a place for the book to be read with several steps leading up to it. By the 14th century the use of ambos was in a steady decline.

Pulpit
Immediately succeeding the ambo in liturgical function was the pulpit. The word stems from the Latin pulpitum, and was originally used to denote a theatrical stage. In medieval churches it became a platform primarily used for preaching. The pulpit was located in the center of the nave (the place where the people stood) and was highly elevated to allow the priest to adequately address his congregation.
After the Protestant Reformation pulpits became a central feature of Protestant churches, while in Catholic churches the use of pulpits steadily declined.

In the Catholic Church both ambo and pulpit were no longer in general use by the 19th century, especially in newly constructed churches. Instead there would often be a moveable lectern that was brought out for sermons and taken away for the remainder of Mass.

The General Instruction of the Roman Missal has the following instructions regarding the use of ambos in churches today:

It is appropriate that generally this place be a stationary ambo and not simply a movable lectern. The ambo must be located in keeping with the design of each church in such a way that the ordained ministers and readers may be clearly seen and heard by the faithful.
From the ambo only the readings, the Responsorial Psalm, and the Easter Proclamation (Exsultet) are to be proclaimed; likewise it may be used for giving the Homily and for announcing the intentions of the Universal Prayer. The dignity of the ambo requires that only a minister of the word should stand at it.
Pulpit, lectern and ambo
https://www.catholicdoors.com/faq/1000/qu1401.htm
Q. When the priest or laypersons are doing the readings at the front of the Church during the Holy Mass, are those readings done at the pulpit, the ambo or the lectern?
A. In Roman Catholic Churches, the stand used for readings and homilies is formally called the ambo. Despite its name, this structure usually more closely resembles a lectern than the ambo of the Eastern Rites. The readings are typically read from an ambo in the chancel, and depending on the arrangement of the Church, the homily may be delivered from a raised pulpit where there is one.

According to the March 17, 2003, General Instruction of the Roman Missal (GIRM), the Ambo is:
309. The dignity of the Word of God requires that in the church there be a suitable place from which it may be proclaimed and toward which the attention of the faithful naturally turns during the Liturgy of the Word. It is appropriate that generally this place be a stationary ambo and not simply a movable lectern. The ambo must be located in keeping with the design of each church in such a way that the ordained ministers and readers may be clearly seen and heard by the faithful. From the ambo only the readings, the Responsorial Psalm, and the Easter Proclamation (Exsultet) are to be proclaimed; likewise it may be used for giving the Homily and for announcing the intentions of the Universal Prayer. The dignity of the ambo requires that only a minister of the word should stand at it." [Source: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pulpit]
The General Instruction of the Roman Missal (GIRM) also specifies:
260. The readings should whenever possible be proclaimed from the ambo or a lectern.

From the above, it is concluded:
• The ambo is stationary and was designed for the minister of the word only. This is where the priest reads the Gospel and does the preaching.
• The lectern is movable and intended for the readings other than the Gospel.
• The pulpit is not a Catholic word.

The ambo is still the official Catholic term for the place where the Gospel is read. The word ambo comes from a Greek word meaning ‘both.’ This is to symbolize the readings from both, the ambo and the lectern. In common speech, ambos are incorrectly called pulpits, a Protestant word. There are no pulpits in the Catholic Church.
The ambo, the pulpit and the lectern
https://frmilovan.wordpress.com/2011/01/01/the-ambo-the-pulpit-and-the-lectern/
January 1, 2011

The following is taken from the Preacher’s Institute website, the self-proclaimed “World’s Premier Orthodox Homiletics Resource”. I found this interesting post, The Place of Preaching written by Fr. John Peck. Below is part one. 
The other parts can be found here: part two | part three | part four | part five.

A Short History of the Liturgical Location for Preaching: The Ambo, the Pulpit and the Lectern
Throughout history, the place occupied by the preacher has changed based on liturgical and theological need.

Primarily of course, the purpose of changing the location was of necessity – to be seen and heard by those listening and looking. Our Lord Himself ascended a mountain for the “Sermon on the Mount” (hence the name) and often spoke where more to could hear and see Him more clearly.

This is a study, a very humble study, of how the Church liturgically and architecturally has provided a location to proclaim the message of salvation in Christ Jesus.
Introduction
In most contemporary Orthodox Churches, the preacher usually delivers his homily from the ambo – the semicircular extension of the area in front of the Royal Doors. Without too much difficulty, it is done here so that most everyone in the Church can see and hear him.

From the earliest days of human history, those who speak publicly stood in a place where they could be both seen and heard better. Proclamation of the Gospel has fared likewise, and architecturally this has been born out in our Churches in different ways throughout history.

We see it even now in the mini-mega-Churches whose sanctuaries are bereft of any Christian imagery or symbolism, yet the pastor or speaker (or drama ministry team or praise band) is on a stage. Where everyone can see and hear them easily.

In Orthodox Christian architecture and liturgy, this has classically followed secular solutions to the problem and adjusted these based on liturgical need.

In all cases, the purpose was not to separate the speaker or preacher from the crowd of listeners, but to unite them, and bring them closer to each other, able to see and hear each other with greater acuity.
Why bother?
“Why bother with places to preach? The principle liturgical action of the Church is the Eucharist.”

The truth is, the liturgy is not all about the Eucharist.
It’s about the Gospel and the Eucharist.

On every Orthodox Christian altar is the Gospel Book and it remains there. The Chalice is only brought forward and placed upon the altar during the Great Entrance, but the Gospel book remains.

The Liturgy of the Word comprises the first part of the liturgy, and the Liturgy of the Eucharist, the Eucharistic Anaphora, the second part. It has been this way from the beginning, and this is because in the Christian service of worship there is one fact which underlies everything else:

The Gospel proclaims the Eucharist, and the Eucharist proclaims the Gospel.
Either without the other leads to distortion of the Gospel message and vision of the Church. Together, they provide earth with a place where heaven has invaded the earth.

In Orthodox Churches for some time, preaching the Gospel of Christ has taken a serious backseat to the liturgical celebration of the Eucharist. (This is evident in the lack of homiletics preparation available, let alone mandatory, at contemporary Orthodox theological seminaries). However, in this context it is easily forgotten that the word is preached in a liturgical setting.

Secondly, some priests have taken it upon themselves to wander around the Church while preaching, or walking to and fro, up and down the aisles. Several blog articles by Roman Catholic authors have addressed this; here, here and here.

Among the comments was this, by “Fr. Z”‘

“I suppose the roving preacher in the Catholic Church comes from the imposition of the man’s own personal quirk on the people of God.  This may be in imitation of Protestants, who almost by the very nature of much Protestant preaching need to impose their own personality on the sermon.

In my opinion and experience, the preacher who does this is a narcissist.  He is drawing attention to himself.  He imposes himself, overlays himself, for his own needs, on the rite, the Word of God, and the people.  His needs first… every else? Forget it.

Are there exceptions? Of course. But not many.”

I could not agree more.
The reason we chant the Scriptures is to remove our own personality from the reading – to let the words of the Scriptures speak for themselves. Likewise, the imposition of our own personalities – drawing attention to ourselves during preaching – is a disaster, and not the Orthodox theological tradition.

We must return to a vibrant and dynamic liturgical setting for preaching. The Church has always made provision for this in the past, and this is the purpose of this article – to describe how the Church in history has provided, architecturally, for one of the two most important liturgical events in the life of the Christian. It was considered important enough to be a central fixture of any Cathedral, permanently installed, intricately and expensively adorned. It was not to be overlooked, ignored or accidentally ‘missed’ in the flurry of liturgical action.
Form is determined by function architecturally (I will, of course, cede any statements about architecture to architects, but none that I contacted wanted to write an article), and Church space is no exception. In the Orthodox tradition, Church architecture is significant and unique, being formed by Incarnational theology.

“In the beginning was the Word,” – after all.

Some definitions
In this series of articles, though these terms are often used interchangeably, for clarity’s sake we will adhere to some specific definitions, and point out that there is a basic difference between an ambo, a pulpit, and a lectern.

An ambo is elevated, freestanding, and rectangular in shape, and is approached from the side or from behind by stairs.*

A pulpit is attached to part of the building (such as a pillar), is elevated, and surrounds the preacher except from behind where the stairs connect.

A lectern is a freestanding, portable device which is often placed on a freestanding podium.(A common faux-pas: a podium is not synonymous with a lectern, but is simply a portable box designed to elevate a lectern. That is, one stands on a podium but stands at a lectern.)

*The ambo of most Orthodox Churches has been reduced to the hemispheric projection of the bema or soleas which faces west in front of the Royal Doors. In contemporary usage, the bema itself is composed of the altar or sanctuary (the area behind the iconostas), the soleas (the pathway in front of the iconostas), and the ambo (the area in front of the Holy Doors which projects westward into the nave).

By these definitions, what are sometimes called pulpits are actually lecterns, and what are sometimes called pulpits are actually small ambones. These terms are often used interchangeably, and we simply want to set some particular definitions for the purposes of this article.

So, if you have a small ambo and it has always been called a pulpit, that is fine.

If you have a lectern, and it has always been called a pulpit, that is fine, too.

Two lecterns in a church
https://zenit.org/articles/liturgy-q-a-two-lecterns-in-a-church/
July 5, 2016
Fr. Edward McNamara, professor of liturgy and dean of theology at the Regina Apostolorum university says, ‘Official Documents Don’t Call for Them’
Q: Recently I have seen churches with two lecterns. In some of them the Gospel is read from one, and the rest of the readings are read from the other. I have been searching the liturgical documents to know what the liturgical directives is concerning the use of two lecterns in a church. — G.O., Madras, Oregon

A: With respect to the ambo the General Instruction of the Roman Missal (GIRM) says the following in No. 309:

“The dignity of the word of God requires that the church have a place that is suitable for the proclamation of the word and toward which the attention of the whole congregation of the faithful naturally turns during the Liturgy of the Word. It is appropriate that this place be ordinarily a stationary ambo and not simply a movable lectern. The ambo must be located in keeping with the design of each church in such a way that the ordained ministers and lectors may be clearly seen and heard by the faithful. From the ambo only the readings, the responsorial Psalm, and the Easter Proclamation (Exsultet) are to be proclaimed; it may be used also for giving the homily and for announcing the intentions of the Prayer of the Faithful. The dignity of the ambo requires that only a minister of the word should go up to it. It is appropriate that a new ambo be blessed according to the rite described in the Roman Ritual before it is put into liturgical use.”

The U.S. bishops’ document “Built of Living Stones” is based on the indications of the GIRM but adds some further details:

“61. The central focus of the area in which the word of God is proclaimed during the liturgy is the ambo. The design of the ambo and its prominent placement reflects the dignity and nobility of that saving word and draws the attention of those present to the proclamation of the word. Here the Christian community encounters the living Lord in the word of God and prepares itself for the ‘breaking of the bread’ and the mission to live the word that will be proclaimed. An ample area around the ambo is needed to allow a Gospel procession with a full complement of ministers bearing candles and incense. The Introduction to the Lectionary recommends that the design of altar and ambo bear a ‘harmonious and close relationship’ to one another in order to emphasize the close relationship between word and Eucharist. Since many people share in the ministry of the word, the ambo should be accessible to everyone, including those with physical disabilities.

“62. Our reverence for the word of God is expressed not only in an attentive listening to and reflection upon the Scripture, but also by the way we handle and treat the Book of the Gospels. The ambo can be designed not only for reading and preaching, but also for displaying the open Book of the Gospels or a copy of the Scriptures before and after the liturgical celebration.”

Therefore, current legislation generally foresees a single ambo. The word “ambo” stems from a Greek term which refers to any elevated construction designed as a means to allow whoever read or sang to the faithful to be easily understood.

In early Christian churches, when the office of cantor was intimately linked to the liturgy, the ambo often consisted in a double structure erected in the middle of the nave in front of the area of the sanctuary occupied by the choir. The ambo on the right was higher and more elaborate with stairs on both sides; it was used for the proclamation of the Gospel or by the bishop for preaching. The Easter candle was also placed here. The one on the left was smaller. It was divided into two levels; on the lower one was the singer of the gradual responsorial, on the higher the reader of the epistle.

Several examples of this double ambo have survived from the fifth century to the present day. In Rome they can be found at St. Clements, St. Sabina and St. Lawrence Outside the Walls.

For many complex and diverse reasons — for example, the decline of preaching during Mass, the choir being moved closer to the sanctuary, and the altar moving toward the apse — such ambos were no longer built or were even demolished. Over time they were partially replaced by the pulpit, although the pulpit was usually located closer to the center of the nave and its function was primarily for preaching outside of Mass.

In most Masses the priest would proclaim the readings from the altar, moving the missal from the left to the right sides of the altar as a reminder of the ancient ambos.

After the Second Vatican Council, with its emphasis on the importance of the Word of God in the celebration, the ambo once more has become an important place within the sanctuary.

There is nothing in the official documents to warrant the restoration of the double ambo to churches, although it would not seem to be forbidden. On some occasions in papal Masses in St. Peter’s Square two temporary ambos have been used. However, in the basilica itself a single ambo, habitually located near the high altar, has been used for several years.

To build a double ambo today would appear to be somewhat archaeological and unnecessary, although it might fit in well with some church designs. It could also be used if a smaller lectern were not used for the proclamation of God’s word but reserved for other functions such as commentaries, directing song, or using sign language for the hearing impaired.

More information on Liturgy and Liturgical Abuse at
http://www.ephesians-511.net/liturgical-abuse.htm
