Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law.

With respect and without prejudice,  

Before I start posting my Mass notes (and trust me, they are notes not completely formed essays), let me comment on the Liber XV-II you have posted on the GCL site [http://www.a-m-h-r.org/members/gcl/liberxvii.html]. I find that it holds a great deal of quality and potential, but ultimately 1) misses the point of Liber XV [which may not be your intent here anyway but from what perspective my comments extend] and 2) is really more of a politically correct revision rather than a formulaically correct revision [nor does it present a balanced formula except in superficial ways]. Unfortunately, or fortunately for some, there is no way to avoid a certain amount of "OTOism" within a conversation concerning Liber XV. But with respect to my oaths, I will try to sidestep specific quotes from the scripts (where possible) and try to use outside sources (again, where possible) throughout the run of this thread. Crowley gives a great deal of this away in other writtings without having to resort to the initiation scripts themselves.  

"Beside each column and slightly out front are two small altars for each of the Children of the mass and countercharged with each respective column. These altars contain the elements of the Mass (Salt, Water, Censor, Incense)."  

This is a nice change, but ultimately fails to realize the particular formula in progress here. The (so-called) altars of Liber XV are much more than merely altars, but representative of specifics within the Oasis degrees. These specifics are not circular in nature but linear, just as life is linear no matter the perception of a "cycle of life" (or a reincarnation process) which still moves forward rather than "around." The cyclic nature of Liber XV is not explicit within the specific rite but in a larger view that comes into play only when one steps back from the specific enactment and looks at the "big picture." And even then, it is not so much cyclic as spiral -- much like a DNA strand. ;) 

"In front of this is the Great Circle with the qabalistic squares. And in front of this is the Dark Cell" 

Again, this is a really nice alteration but ignores that the Temple is already a 'kind of Great Circle' or, more correctly, a more potent figure when one looks at the whole. Likewise, the Circle is a restrictive, constraining figure. It implies equal forces at work from all directions rather than force directed and focused. As I mentioned once before, an examination of the O.T.O. lamen provides essential clues to the formula within Liber XV.  

"All present should show no signs of Christist detente." 

Outside of the particular enactment of the IXº, Liber XV does hold a particular ecclesiastical bent to appeal to those, like myself, who have a desire for a more 'religious' path within Thelema. Holding to that, Liber AL, proclaims in no uncertain terms that 1) "Every man and every woman is a star." and 2) "the Law is for all." It does not separate "all" into those we like and those we don't or those who happen to be 'okay' with Thelema alone and those who hold on to other ideals at the same time. The same applies to those with Christian sympathies. "... and to each man and woman that thou meetest, were it but to dine or to drink at them, it is the Law to give. Then they shall chance to abide in this bliss or no; it is no odds." 

"The Deacon performs the Star Ruby" 

Again we find that "the Law is for all." Siding with Constance DuQuette (who seems to be more relaxed than Lon in these subjects), "all" once again includes things that we might not be able to see with our physical eye. A banishing removes, excludes and seals an area thereby eliminating elements that might properly fall under the Law. Admittedly, this is a stretch, but one that I am personally willing to make for the more complete promulgation of the Law. 

"then places the Priest in the Dark Cell, and finally places the Priestess on the High Altar" 

Aside from the obvious problems with this from the standpoint of Liber XV, I do like the connecting idea that is created here within Liber XV-II. However, the politically corrected term for 'tomb' as 'Dark Cell' is something that escapes me. While Death itself has been conquered under the Law of Thelema, the physical dissolution (and subsequent renewal) of the individual is verifiable. Seen as the unity of the spiral, the altar and the tomb form a link both in dimensions as well as in function.  

"and leads the congregation in the Articles of Faith" 

Articles of Faith? I do not need 'faith' to understand, 'believe' or utilize the liturgy of Liber XV.  

"The Priestess then pierces the veil with her sword and steps down" 

I like this except that it again misses the point of Liber XV. It is in direct opposition to the Mystical Marriage (and its formula) that happens later verbatim in accordance with the script of Liber XV.  

"Deacon approaches the East and ascends the stairs and divines the word for the Mass as the purpose of the Mass is silently declared." 

I am assuming that this method of divining the "word for the Mass" is something that is secretly taught to the Deacon in his ordination? ;) I find no basis for this within the original formula or rite and I am at a loss to understand its purpose here. Outside of the reference to the Deacon as "the mundane being" within Catacosm I [http://www.a-m-h-r.org/members/gcl/cati.html], and the implications of the other two officers being merely extentions of him (a concept I am not uncomfortable with for reasons I will discuss in a later post),  it is still my contention that the Deacon should already be proficient in the role of the Priest prior to taking that office. The Deacon is the Priest already initiated into the Mysteries as construed by certain implications later in Liber XV. 

"I am a man among men. The Priest then lowers the Lance and says: How should I be worthy to administer the virtues to the Brethren? The Lance is then raised and the Priest arises." 

This is wrong placement for the lifting of the lance, at least per the implications (and script) of Liber XV. It is not by his own questioning or ability that the lance is raised, but only by the power, influence and charisma of the Priestess. 

"Oh Sons of the Lion and the Snake and Daughters of the Eagle and the Egg!" 

This, along with the inclusion of the women within the list itself, is fallacious. While I think that women might possibly find inclusion as Saints within context, it would be best suited under either "The Lady" or "The Earth," most specifically under the latter. The problem lies in the formula of the Collect itself. In order to be politically correct, this would necessarily have to be removed or rewritten completely to remove all masculine references that are intentionally placed within it. Merely including women and adding a phrase doesn't change the intent of the Collect but merely emasculates the purpose.  

The rest seems verbatim from Liber XV and I can find little change with a cursory scan of the text. I might have missed something but the above seems to be the major alterations that I can find from the original script.  

Again, my intent here is not to offend, but to look critically at this from the singluar point of view (for the moment) of Liber XV itself and the intent of the ritual in the first place. To revise something, IMO, one must understand the nature of the original so clearly as to be able to transfer that nature to the revision. I am excited about this possibility of discussion the Mass. It is a passion of mine and I enjoy learning from others as well as having others shred my ideas and theories so that I can better rephrase, reform and revise them.  

Be well. 

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net 

Hi bishop,  

93  

bish: I didn't say that you needed to be interested in the O.T.O. I said look at the Lamen. If you are going to rewrite Crowley's work, in an attempt to "do better," then I would expect that one would want to understand the simplicities, intricacies and already built in perfections of the original. That may not be the case here. In this, I would make the suggestion that you remove all elements that would correspond the original and call it something else. This is not, nor could it be, anything connected to Liber XV, and in labeling it such, you are drawing on the original for attachment and appeal. 

pj:  I understand the lamen as a glyph of the vagina.  And I'm not so terribly enamored by that.  It is as creative as any other logo; no more, no less.  And certainly, the Serpentine Walk of the Priestess in the original mass is not reflective of that lamen; though, to some degree she does make an oval about the two sub-altars.  This is all symbolism upon symbolism, which is quite fine.  Yet, the mass I've penned is still a 'Gnostic' mass and still a 'Thelemic' rite.  It is based upon its original and pays due respect to that original in a developmental line.  I'm not trying to erase the past, just build upon it.  Hopefully, and soon enough at some point, someone will come along and build on what I've done; say a 'XV-III'.  And perhaps by then or even by a later installment, that which would be the present incarnation of this mass, would look so radically different from the original that their connection would not be immediately obvious.  In the meantime, I take a few small steps and yet, feel I've accomplished something that is powerful. bishop: In building a new mythos, you have my full support and attachment to such a project. That would inherently be another thread (or maybe not at second thought). But utilizing the primary rite of an Order you don't want to understand to do so isn't the way to go. I see no mention of Liber XV within the Book of the Law. ;)   pj:  I didn't say that I don't understand the OTO, I said I don't respect its Christism.  That original current was there to purge the old and it has done its job...time to move on. 

bish: Then, what we have here is 1) no connection to Liber XV and therefore labeled in a misleading manner, 2) very little connection to Thelema outside of an elitist rite [again, no problem with me here ... LOL] of a specific subgroup of Thelemites and 3) a basic sexual rite that makes no attempt at displaying the finer Thelemic mysteries.  

pj:  I feel there's plenty of connection to the original XV; both in form and content.  The difference is also significant and I don't feel it to be elitist at all.  The mass is publicly available for anyone, if anyone should develop an interest in it.  It relies on a theory of sperm AND ova; that is its essential difference.  And yes, it does not display those finer mysteries; those are for sub-rites that I'm now fomenting in my mind.  The original mass also does not display those 'finer' mysteries...at least not overtly...though there seems to be plenty of secrets in oaths that can't be betrayed and seem far more elitist than anything I'm doing here. 

pj [original comment]: Faith is being open to that which we hope to receive.  These are the same articles of the original Gnostic Mass.  But note that in the rewrite, we don't say "I believe", we say "I acknowledge".  But we all need faith in the process before we attempt it, then we obtain experience from which we capitalize on.  The faith is the hypothesis in the scientific process.  The ritual is the experiment.  The experience is the result.  And we use our emotions, intellect and intuition to come up with a conclusion based on our observation of the result.  

bish: Other than missing out on the promises of Liber AL, I find it strange to see this and then remember other comments from the past. 

"We do have a semantic issue however, what you call 'belief', I call 'faith'.  And in that, I generally concur with your statement.  Belief for me is a wish/fantasy/superstition game played by most people who call themselves spiritual (no matter what brand they practice)."  [PJR, The Enchanted Life, 7.9.02] 

pj:  I don't see the contradiction here...again, I've removed the word 'believe' and replaced it with 'acknowledge'...a different attitude that does not contradict my July 2 comment. 

bishop: We are free to make up definitions for anything we want in life, of course, but it only becomes confusing to those who would listen to us talk. I think part of the problem with reading Crowley, and especially in his degree lectures, is that he wants to either continue bad blinds in language from the past or make up definitions for words as blinds. The 'Egg' being something other than an 'ova' comes to mind here as just an atrocious use of language to confuse people rather than make things certain and clear.  

I will leave this to you and a dictionary to hash out the differences. ;) 

pj:  I see the word 'Egg' as a symbol with several layers of meaning and possibilities for interpretation.  We could argue effectively, that Crowley was unclear himself (Cf. Amalantra Working) on the meaning of the term 'Egg', though in other cases, he seems to have had a profound understanding of the term.  And yet, he left the term particularly ambiguous in order not to set down any dogma, but to invite more theurgy into the overall shell of a system that he left for us.  His work especially overall, was in no way complete...but a beginning. 

pj [original comment]:  Or we could say that the clitoris comes out from under its hood...the phallic nature of the female.  

bish: Yes, we could, but this 1) misses the point of the sword in context of Liber XV and 2) still is in opposition to the Mystical Marriage which you have utilized in full without alteration at the end of this rewrite.  

pj:  As per the sword, it has like the egg, several shades of meaning on several planes as a symbol.  Though I would yet have to agree with you on the Mystical Marriage.  I haven't yet been able to properly formulate this in my mind.  And I believe that it's going to take some experimentation before it even becomes possible for me to do so.  Still, as one of those sub-formulas that I'm fomenting, it is quite applicable.  But if you had been following the various versions of this mass since its inception and posting on the net, you would've noticed that the mass remains in a developmental phase and is not a 'final' print.  So, I'll keep working on it.  However, with your profound insight into this, if you have any possible suggestions, please, I'm all ears. 

pj [original comment]:  Disagree, I'm using the energy of all those who have come before us...they are all one above the Abyss and there is no genderization...but again, the female also has a phallus; a clitoris.  

bish: Then again, a complete rewrite of the Collect is necessary since it is specifically written with words and implications that are totally masculine, not merely phallic -- and for very good reason and a specific purpose in mind.  

pj:  You'd have to explain that one to me. 

bishop: I forgot to add in my last post on this that using the term "Daughters of the Eagle and the Egg" is a very unique phrase, if you are still using the framework of Liber XV and the principles therein, since the 'Egg' once again doesn't represent the 'ova' but the 'sperm' within context.   

pj:  Within a traditional Alchemical context, the Eagle and the Egg represent the ova.  That this is not so in your interpretation of a Thelemic context, seems more likely to speak to that large body of oaths that you can't comment on directly.  So I can't really reply to this. 

bish: And as Crowley understood, I find that the symbolisms of the Old Aeon are merely that, a mythology to be utilized as circumstances might warrant. And the symbolisms of the Christian paradigm are just as useful as any other, if not more so, this early on in the New Aeon. At some point, however, they will have to be eliminated for good (generally speaking) but there is only so much that can be terminated since a great deal of the Thelemic paradigm is based on it already through Liber AL. I do find your ideas completely reasonable, but only once we have stepped outside the purpose and intent of Liber XV and come to a point that such ideas are seen outside of that context. What you have here, so far, is an attempt at a rewrite of a ritual that takes away the intent of the ritual itself. That isn't a rewrite. That is a whole new creation and the association of it with the original is misleading. I think it has wonderful potential and I am very much for the creation of new rites for Thelema that have nothing to do with O.T.O. or its internal Mysteries. But let's move away from the rites of the Order to do so. Liber XV is titled the "O.T.O. Gnostic Mass" and not the "Thelemic Gnostic Mass" for a reason. Any changes should in the least remain within the realm of reasonableness with this in mind.  

pj:  Thank you for seeing this as something totally new, I feel it pays it more compliment than it deserves however.  Just note, that I am already well outside the rites of the OTO and don't place the mass in that paradigm; not even the original, which I see works independently of those rites.  Though there is much symbolism which you in your veiled way have attempted to elucidate, and that corresponds with the OTO rites, there is a whole other way to interpret these symbols already in the original mass.  And I am building on that. 

bishop:  I have to run to court this morning, which means I don't have much time to proofread this either - advance apologies for any mistakes or ambiguities that I would have normally tried to correct. I will be back this afternoon and, excepting any major continuation on this part of the thread, I will post the introduction to the Mass Notes for discussion. My hesitation is that the lack of desire to understand Liber XV itself and the Mysteries presented therein will make for a fruitless conversation here since the desire is go move past this rite and create something new rather than modernize the original. But we shall see. I am all for a shredding of my ideas by unattached points of view. If they can't stand up to the outside, then why the hell the inside has accepted them is beyond me. (damn sheep) LOL!  

pj:  I think there's plenty of room for two threads, one for the new mass and one for better understanding the old one.  So I hope you'll overcome your hesitation and good luck in court. 

93/93 
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In a message dated 08/22/2002 19:47:55PM, bishop@kindredx.net writes:

<< pj: I emphatically disagree here. I can read the ritual on an entirely different plane than anything connected to the OTO.>>

Would tha be a cessana? or Perhaps a Gulf Stream?

Maybe a Lockheed Tristar?

Maybe a Stealth fighter?

Regards johnmoon3717@aol.com

Hi bishop:  
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You wrote:  

"It has been suggested by more than one authority that the simplistic, yet supreme secret of freemasonry is the Alchemical transmutation of the Initiate. I can accept this so long as someone will continue to answer the follow-up question of: to what end? Simply to suggest that each could follow his or her own path of transmutation in O.T.O. is a bit like suggesting that a salmon could merely float downstream to mate. Yes, they could do that, but that simply isn’t the course of nature of salmon. Neither is it the course of the path of the O.T.O., in my opinion, to simply be the Thelemic social catch all of the New Aeon. "  

It is the natural evolutionary course for humanity to approach this transmutation.  That is the 'why'.  Alchemy is about the continued perfection of matter, all matter.  Are we as salmon, floating downstream?  You betcha!...if we're doing our true will...if we're following the nature of our orbit...if the inertia of the universe is with us.  

The Gnostic Mass that I'm reading, corresponds to this Alchemy, not the degree structure of the OTO.  The Gnostic Mass that I'm teaching is in relation to the teachings on the nature of the Eucharist as an Alchemical process...not as a symbolic or actual IXth Degree OTO working.  And while I definitely find it valuable to study the original and in its original context, I'm not an absolutist.  I know that Crowley wrote everything on a variety of levels...and I can be quite relativistic even with the mass.  

Your passion for the OTO is quite noteworthy and laudable.  But when you come down to statements that start to accuse me of misleading students, I would suggest that your passion is bringing you off-balance and not leading you to mastery.  Be the master of the mass, and rely on the authority of your own reason and analysis, your own devices and synthesis...don't rely on the authority of Crowley's writings.  You may use Crowley's writings to support YOUR ideas and you may (though you are loathe to) use the teachings of the Caliphate sanctuary to support YOUR ideas.  That is all well, good and as it should be.  

But judgmental condemnation betrays your wonderful intelligence and marvelous creativity that's so apparrent in your website and in the discussions I've had with you.  
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Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law.

 pj:  This all make sense within the paradigm you put forth and is quite a plausible preface to the larger work you intended here.  I have perhaps one disagreement in this.  And that has to do with your disavowel of Alchemical transmutation of the Initiate.  That is the very heart of a Eucharist ceremony and the key to 'Immortality'.  (Cf. MITP-Of the Eucharist and Alchemy).     bish:  Disavowel of Alchemical transmutation? Where? In fact I agreed with that statement so long as one would provide the follow up question as to 'why.' That's not a disavowel, but a continuation of the concept provided. Please explain.    Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net
Hi bishop,  
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Thanks for this...a few points of difference:  

1.  I don't see the lamen as you point out in your first footnote.  

2.  I don't agree that the moon is a mere extension of the sun...that's the fatal flaw in all the logic.  It is a reflection...a polar opposite and has a validity that is all its own.  This is the essential difference between what I am trying to develop the mass into and the original.  The idea that the moon is a mere extension of the sun is akin to the patriarchal concept that a woman is but an appendage of the man.  Yes, this is Old Testament teaching...woman came from Adam's rib.  This doesn't fly with me, nor does it fly in Liber XV-II.  

3.  The Temple is the external Universe, and in XV-II, the congregation resides there.  The Circle is the Operator (the three-in-one; Priest, Priestess & Deacon).  The Dark Cell and High Altar, the passage from unconsciousness (Dark Cell/West) to Initiation (High Altar/East).  

4.  The Priestess is on the 'Summit of the Earth'...Summit=Sun or Phallus and she is in femina superior position for coitus.  That the blood flows from her and contains her seed, the egg is symbolized by the red altar cloth...and that this is mixed with semen and originally consumed by the Priest is symbolized when he kneels between her legs in the mass.  So even here, the symbolizm of the Mystical Marriage can be interpreted credibly in XV-II without alteration in form from XV.  Though my thinking here is that perhaps the Priestess should drop that one particle into the cup.  I'm still working on this in my head.  
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pj  

Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law.

   pj:  integral to an understanding of certain theoretical threads in Caliphate instruction.    

bish: The only thing that I will comment here is that "Caliphate instruction" and what I am presenting for this forum are, umm, not always in sync (not the band, mind you. heh). With Liber XV, I prefer to stick with what Crowley wrote and intended rather than some political niceties that half the Order has cooked up. Then again, I haven't stuck with exactly what Crowley wrote either and that tends to make the other half upset as well. LOL!   Really off to a nap now. Promise. 

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net  

Hi bishop,  
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bish: The temple space is already the Vesica Piscis which is "the shape of the Universe." Since we are in the process of creating a universe for the incarnation of the Priest, the most logical of principles to utilize this is the feminine. We will see the nature of the Mass team in the next section, so, for the moment, take my word on it when I submit that the Priestess is already in action and motion before she even shows up on the scene. It is from her last manifestation that the Priest issues (having been annihilated therein) and by her current incarnation that he is revived.    pj:   Latin translation of Vesica Piscis:  Urinary bladder of a fish.  My interpretation would be the symbol is suggestive of the Vagina as a symbol of the Universe. But this only works in an old-aeonic sense as the fish is a symbol of the old aeon.  Further, there is an essential misogyny here, considering the vulgar idea that a vagina "smells like fish".  Also, the connection of urine, though an Alchemical material, is somewhat suspect.  Urine is an excretory substance that has no par with genital secretions, though it also contains hormonal substances.   My next issue is this:  The Priestess as NUIT does not incarnate; Babalon does, however.  NUIT is 'NOT'...is non-manifestation...the veiled sky.  And so in the opening of the Mass, it is Babalon, the Daughter, awakening the eld of the King, who then in turn, seats her on the 'Summit of the Earth' or the throne; she then becomes the Queen who would then re-conjoin with the King to make the next generation, the next Magickal Childe, the Prince, who is Matter with the Princess being Spirit.  Again, note, the Princess is not manifest in an obvious or apparent way...does not incarnate, but is that infusion of light that awakens the eld of the King.

pj [original comment]: 2.  I don't agree that the moon is a mere extension of the sun...that's the fatal flaw in all the logic.  It is a reflection...a polar opposite and has a validity that is all its own.   

bish: Under normal circumstances, I would agree with you here. But this mystery, in fact Thelema as a cultus if we want to still make that connection here, is solar-phallic in nature. The Sun is the central Star within the solar system just as the phallus is the central mover of incarnation. This does not discount (within common biology) the feminine aspect of impregnation, gestation or birth. Though it is to also be remembered here that we aren't creating a child, but a god of a specific nature. All the planets are mere extensions of the Sun in this way. None of them could support even a fragment of life as we know and understand it so far without its light. But it, in and of itself, needs none of the planets to provide this life however wasted it might be sitting there all alone.  

pj:  This stands up if we discount the fact that we are of the Earth and from that perspective, the Moon is the other light.  We have a polarity for incarnation and the true nature of our material composition is electro-magnetic.  The idea that the Sun goes it alone ties in with the ancient Gnostic assertion that the Earth is to be eschewed.  This is not only old-aeonic, but incorrect.  The Earth is where the Gnosis is to be found.  The redemption of matter is that the light itself is made manifest in it and transforms it to a superior state; completing the formula:  As above, so below.  Without the Moon, the Sun is useless.   

AL I.16:  "For he is ever a sun, and she a moon.  But to him is the winged secret flame, and to her the stooping starlight." 

Quote from Crowley's commentary:  "The sun and moon, in their occult sense, are secondary representatives of this original duality which is a phase of the Qabalistic Zero. " 

My assertion here is that the Sun does need the Planets (as you say).  Moreover, the Sun (HADIT) needs the vast vacuum of Space (NUIT).  The planets are themselves the Nuit (sotospeak) or really the BABALON or space of the BEAST; each of us.  And so Kether is in Malkuth as Malkuth is in Kether, but after a different fashion. 

pj [original comment]: 3.  The Temple is the external Universe, and in XV-II, the congregation resides there.  The Circle is the Operator (the three-in-one; Priest, Priestess & Deacon).  The Dark Cell and High Altar, the passage from unconsciousness (Dark Cell/West) to Initiation (High Altar/East).    

bish: I can't address this effectively since it is outside the design and purpose of Liber XV itself per se. However, according to our own Holy Books, the Temple itself is something that the Universe "didst wear openly and [we] concealed." The outer/inner dichotomy rings very strong to me here. Even as we find the Temple around us, so we find the Temple within us. This is supported by the arrangement of the Temple through the mysteries contained within the Order as seen, again, in the Lamen. The Lamen is the formula of the IXº as also enacted in Liber XV. What we witness in the Rite is merely the dramatization of the formula as displayed in the Eye, Dove and Chalice. The logical induction, then, is that we are viewing the formula within the context it was intended. The Vesica Piscis, like the full title of Liber XV, is not there just by accident. It could have been just as well a circle or square if it was mere eye candy for a neat logo.  

pj:  The Dove is the semen descending into the Cup, the vagina with its vaginal fluid and also menstrual fluid.  Again, the Vesica Pisces is the Universe represented as a fish (old-aeonic) in the shape of a vagina.  Yes, it is still apropriate to represent the Universe as a vagina.  But the fish symbolism has got to go.  For now the light issues from the vulva of the Priestess as much as from the penis of the Priest.  This was revealed in Liber 418, from which the opening proclamation of the Priestess asserts in Liber XV-II.  In this sense, the Priestess should perhaps in the mass, not only formally pour the wine, but her seed should be placed therein, before the Priest drops his seed in.  That the Priest is still the only one to consume seems essential, as he then again, becomes the PRINCE, rejuvenated, with the Spiritual essence, the electro-magnetism, being the PRINCESS and the stage set for the next mass.  This next mass then becomes a further development of the crystallization of light in the blood.  

bish: I am still working this out to some extent myself. Keeping within the context of Liber XV and its founding paradigm, I find that there is a lot here to work with just by itself. Quoting myself for context: "[the phrase] with a crimson altar-cloth, [the commentary] Ignoring the obvious solar significance of this piece, there is also the symbolism of the altar of sacrifice. The blood flowing over the altar comes from the Priestess in her most blessed time and reveals to us, in part, the mystery of the spilling of the blood of the saints. It is also a royal color, that of Kings and Queens and the beauty and richness and wealth of their bloodline. It is this that we protect in our inner mysteries and secrets." There is some relation between this and the Lesser Mass. How much, however, I am still trying to determine. In this also we see the solar "blood" of the Saints spilled into the "Cup" of Babalon flowing back out over the altar of sacrifice. Keeping in mind Liber Cheth, I think that this becomes more of an indicator of the process/result of crossing that Abyss (at the veil) than it is of much else. Part of the problem with the level of detail that I chose to approach my analysis is ultimately hitting pieces like this that could mean something totally different than it was intended to mean and falling into the trap of misinterpreting them out of context of the whole. But that is my burden and not that of this forum.  

pj:  This all still essentially works for me.  The blood of ALL the Saints is of particular importance for me.  For in as much as the semen represents the crystallization of the light, so does the ova.  And both the seminal and vaginal/menstrual fluids are their individual menstruums.  However, there is no longer the sacrifice of the lamb and the spilling of blood.  Rather, the collection of light and its power to transform.  The crimson of the altar cloth is the regality of this new life, which is the issue of the menstruum as symbolized by the Priestess sitting upon the altar and the blood flowing over the altar from her vagina, into the Cup of the Universe.  The blood is the life...the house of electro-magnetic power...the crystallized light.  

bishop:  

The only difference in this (#4) I have really with your version is that you would necessarily be discussing a woman menstruating, i.e., dead blood, rather than the vitality of the Priestess in her prime. The thought is intriguing but I will have to consider it more before I could find it following the nature of the original in form or context.  

pj:  No, the blood is not dead, it is merely the descent of the 'Mother'; the descending Spirit with its seed (the expelled ova) to be united with the ascent of the 'Son' (the expelled sperm).  "O heart of my mother, my sister, mine own..."  Liber LXV 

If the logic is that the blood is dead by issuing from the womb, then it must follow that the semen issuing from the penis is also dead...and this is incorrect.  Indeed, if we consider the mouth of the penis as a womb, we have an identical or parallel process.  And the Tantrics teach that the penis can reabsorb the created elixir by remaining within the vagina.  This is taught to tantric initiates. 
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You are to be complimented for sticking with neither...proof of original and creative thought.  

93/93  
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BitsyCat1@aol.com wrote:  

In a message dated 08/27/2002 17:54:59PM, zephyros93@yahoo.com writes:

<< The woman is at the summit of the Earth for she is the Earth itself.  The male adores his 'Mother' (Cf. Liber Reguli and the N.O.X. sign associated with this...hey, Paul T!).  The Priestess is then the Queen and by virtue of the adoration, the eld of the King is awakened.  In this instant, the Priest arises as the King and the consummation of the Mystical Marriage ensues...ensuring the eugenic transformation, from generation unto generation.

Bishop, you'll notice I made a couple of more changes to the text of XV-II today...here, the Priestess from behind the veil, takes a piece of the paten and puts it between her legs.  Just before the opening of the veil, she drops it into the cup of wine (indicating the expelling of the egg, which sometimes happens in actuality during menstruation) and proclaims:  "There is no law beyond Do what thou wilt."

And so JohnMoon, though my quote in the previous message from Liber 333 may have seemed a reversal to you, it actually isn't.  It is a return of the spiral, but on a higher arc.  It is quite necessary that the mysteries develop...truth is never static as change is the one constant in the universe.  Therefore, over time, the truth wears many faces, discarding the old face with each new face it takes on.

That the Gnostics appeared in the Roman Empire of a time, and then had their flame extinguished, we have only but to see them appear again.  Whether at Languedoc (sp?) or during the Italian Renaissance or in Philadelphia 1776ev or even in 1904ev....or even here now amongst so very few in our time, someone has always existed at those integral times as the formula takes on that new face...someone has always come along to wear that face. >>

well in this instance it would be the Coptic Ascetics at Qumran andNag 

Hammadi Which ties into the Egyptian (Of course) which is highly ritualistic indeed.

  Oneof the themes to Thomas is the Two becoming One (and you can make of that what you will) but the bride and the bridal Chamber played a great part in the ritual

Theology of the father Creator and The Sophia/Wisdom as well as the Mirror

  For ancient people they sure had some advanced thought.

  In some sects all secretions were saved. Believing they contained the 

Divine.

   IM not entirely sure this is a great deal different (Id have to look up which sect that is exactly) but of course here is that Old Statement 

thatthere is nothing New  Under the sun.

regardsjohnmoon3717@aol.com

BitsyCat1@aol.com wrote:  

In a message dated 08/27/2002 15:11:40PM, zephyros93@yahoo.com writes:

<< As for myself, I have no consideration of gender for the altar.  It is the summit of the earth...the height in association with the breadth and depth.>>

Well  its not gender in the physical sense but in the Spiritual sense. 

According to saying114( Probably the Most Gnostic of Thomasine) Peter attempts to send away Mary (MAgdeline) Let Mary leave us, for women are not worthy of Life"

  Jesus said  I myself shall lead her in order to make her male. , So she too may become a l iving spirit resembling you males, For every woman who will make herself male will enter the Kingdom of heaven,"

  Sounds rather misogynistic at first (until you realize that women in the first century were completely excluded from worship in the Temple.

  Jesus intends to Lead Mary (The Archetypical woman) to spiritual 

Enlightenment And make her into a Living Spirit (Resembling you males) such is the Classical belief. The Spiritual Male is Complete (OR Heterogeous/Even hermaphroditic) Being perfect( Above Man)

    In any case this would correspond to the attainment of Oneness with the Father creator (Whose aspects are Father/and sub aspect Wisdom/Sophia) From which all other Aeon and Archon s etc etc are spawned 

    Essentially we are not dealing with sexuality at all but Completeness and Incompleteness. Oneness wit the divine (As it were)

     Just for you consideration.

      Regard sjohnmoon3717@aol.com

Hi JohnMoon,  

93  

Yes...in perspective...I remember this conversation as you remind me of it.  My point would be this; that though the times when this gospel was written and when these ideas were prevalent, this was a reasonable assertion...we know better in these times that we live in.  Back then, the belief was that the male contained the whole life and merely gave the child by way of sperm to the woman to nurture.  Now we know that it takes two to tango.  

The woman is at the summit of the Earth for she is the Earth itself.  The male adores his 'Mother' (Cf. Liber Reguli and the N.O.X. sign associated with this...hey, Paul T!).  The Priestess is then the Queen and by virtue of the adoration, the eld of the King is awakened.  In this instant, the Priest arises as the King and the consummation of the Mystical Marriage ensues...ensuring the eugenic transformation, from generation unto generation.  

Bishop, you'll notice I made a couple of more changes to the text of XV-II today...here, the Priestess from behind the veil, takes a piece of the paten and puts it between her legs.  Just before the opening of the veil, she drops it into the cup of wine (indicating the expelling of the egg, which sometimes happens in actuality during menstruation) and proclaims:  "There is no law beyond Do what thou wilt."  

And so JohnMoon, though my quote in the previous message from Liber 333 may have seemed a reversal to you, it actually isn't.  It is a return of the spiral, but on a higher arc.  It is quite necessary that the mysteries develop...truth is never static as change is the one constant in the universe.  Therefore, over time, the truth wears many faces, discarding the old face with each new face it takes on.  

That the Gnostics appeared in the Roman Empire of a time, and then had their flame extinguished, we have only but to see them appear again.  Whether at Languedoc (sp?) or during the Italian Renaissance or in Philadelphia 1776ev or even in 1904ev....or even here now amongst so very few in our time, someone has always existed at those integral times as the formula takes on that new face...someone has always come along to wear that face.  

The formula is always embodied as it is a living substance and not an abstract idea.  As such, the Gnostic Saints of the mass are important as their power is real and eternal.  Once they became the embodiment of the formula, they became immortal.  And they have poured their blood into eternity, which is the Cup.  For whom does the Grail serve?...or rather we could could ask:  For whom does the bell toll?  
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Hi JohnMoon &  bishop:  
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JM:  HM C    Call me crazy but all the Gnostic material I have ever

> seen is about becoming Male (In the spiritual sense)

bishop:  So far as I understand (and that's limited), this would relate to classic gnosticism. PJ would have a better answer in that regard, I think. 

pj:  I saw the discussions on this before I quit George's list and found them interesting enough...but not so much that I kept notes.  But there was a seeming relation to a line in Crowley's Liber 333:  "The Brothers of A.'.A.'. are one with the Mother of the Child.(4)<o:p></o:p>The Many is as adorable to the One as the One is to the Many.  This is the Love of These; creation-<o:p></o:p>parturition is the Bliss of the One; coition-dissolution is the Bliss of the Many.<o:p></o:p>The All, thus interwoven of These, is Bliss.  Naught is beyond Bliss.<o:p></o:p>The Man delights in uniting with the Woman; the Woman in parting from the Child.<o:p></o:p>The Brothers of A.'.A.'. are Women: the Aspirants to A.'.A.'. are Men."<o:p></o:p> 

This of course, is the reverse of what was being put forth on the GnosticThought list.  There, as the Sun is masculine and the God equals the Sun, what you're saying JohnMoon, makes sense.  However, I really tread lightly over those conversations as they were too old-aeonic for me.  If you want to bring those ideas up again for the sake of comparison, it might prove interesting at this point.

JM:  Now then why would the alter be feminine?

bishop:  Thelemic Gnosticism, as I see it, necessarily includes the feminine in addition to the masculine both within the process and the result, even if only on a metaphoric level to each gender. 

pj:  I would concur with bishop here, except to qualify the idea of metaphor by saying that it is both metaphoric and actual. 

JM:  If the allusionis to be complete would the Divine alter not be male?

>    Just asking if you all had considered this

bishop:  I had, actually. Most superaltars are straight across the back of the altar proper. I find this to be outside the requirements, as I see them, for temple furnishings that are necessary to balance the whole rite that is seen within the Officers but rarely (in practice) in the furnishings themselves.

Many people continue to see this as a linear rite (and it is to a large extent) and miss both the cyclic nature of the rite as well as the feminine qualities of the temple space itself.  

pj:  As for myself, I have no consideration of gender for the altar.  It is the summit of the earth...the height in association with the breadth and depth. 
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While these look quite fabulous, if I may...  

The Priestess is supposed to be with her arms opening, revealing her breasts in the manner of the poses of the many breasted and many armed goddesses of India.  

India by the way, as I'm learning, is in a polar dynamic with the U.S. as the prophecied third temple is being built.  But I'll post more about that as I complete the article that I've been preparing for some time now.  

93/93  

pj  

Hi JohnMoon,  

93  

That fascinates me.  This would make a marvelous forshadow of the entire 9th Manifestation.  Please if you would, find those references.  
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Great...thanks...and if I may...how about a picture of the Priest standing in front of her with the Rod between them?...that's the penultimate vision of the Mass and would be perfect for the opening page of the Gnostic Mass section.  
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pj

Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law.

pj: Now this guy (along with they idiotic "holy books" he's produced) practices pure sophistry.  Case in point, read this line of bullshit...pure sophistry:  

pj: [quoting Dinonysos] "There is no need to be deterred by the Priest's incantation over the particula: TOUTO ESTI TO SPERMA MOU. The word sperma means "seed," like plant seed. And it is the ovum or "egg" that is the seed of the human. The so-called "spermatazoa" are mere pollen. We owe the confusion of terms to a time when neither plant nor human procreation was well understood." 

bish: Well, I didn't claim that this was my view. ;) I find that his ability to create this view is to ignore the principles on which Liber XV was originally written. The phrase that gets me, though resonates with me as well, is "This essay includes an accounting of biological facts which were probably unknown to Past Patriarch Baphomet XI° when he composed the Gnostic Mass. It is therefore unlikely that the complete set of ideas presented here could be traced to conscious authorial design in the symbolism of that ritual." Other than the fact that he only allows for Crowley to have the XIº while the current Patriarch holds the XIIº is just a thorn in my flesh. But I digress needlessly. Frater Dionysos takes into account the 'ova' while ignoring the resounding research that claims the 'egg' is representative of the Orphic Egg which was a symbol of the sperm to those who created this paradigm. The fact that he claims the 'hosts' is feminine while ignoring their obvious relationship to the sperm is also fallacious to me. It makes me wonder if he considers the Paten to be the panticle of the working as well despite Crowley's obvious indicators to the contrary.  

Again, I didn't say that I agreed with this essay, but that it is yet another attempt to produce the "more balanced" view of Liber XV within a context that is 1) already balanced, male-female, quintessential and one, and 2) in little need of such justifications for its rubric. The fact that he disclaims association with the Sanctuary as well is just a distraction. I have a great deal of respect for Frater Dionysos, as I know him personally though not intimately, and enjoy his work in the ecclesiastical advancements of the O.T.O. But I find that more often than not, he is trying to justify interpretations in an effort to legitimize the Rite rather than exploring the essential elements that are already clearly defined.  

pj: This is a perfect example of an inability to think clearly...and a sophistic way to go about the investigation of ideas.  The rest of his work also utilizes this type of process.  

bish: I wouldn't go that far, but I do understand your point here. To a limited extent, I agree as well. But then, this is no more a stretch than some of my own theories. ;)

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net  

Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law.

Again, remember that this is my Notes, not an essay. There are pieces within that are not developed fully or have already become modified by subsequent research and study. In my lack of time this round, I have not edited this one with extra notes or references like I did Part I. In skimming back over this, there is already phrases that I would change due to a better understanding, more clarity or just bad usage on my part. Some of this might come out in conversation, so I already reserve the right to call myself wrong below. ;))

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net  

PS: The footnote numbering is screwed up but I can at least blame that on MS Word and the conversation from HTML. LOL! 

   II: OF THE OFFICERS OF THE MASS

Within O.T.O., the real work of the “process” radiates from the Sovereign Sanctuary. The other degrees that are vital to this Mystery are either part of the Sanctuary by synthesis or Initiates of the Sanctuary performing additional administrative tasks. In the O.T.O. Gnostic Mass, the officers are representative of these Initiates in one form or another throughout the Rite. Interestingly enough, a careful examination of these roles will show that the traditional placement of each in a hierarchical manner is not exactly as might be assumed.

The PRIEST.

This is the first male human component to Liber XV. The specific biological design of a man is in accordance with the symbolic and necessary projective and receptive nature of this role. In some respects, this is a representation of a candidate to the Sanctuary and not a fully realized Initiate. This is the only role of the officers that is not already prepared for service prior to the Rite itself. In following the thread throughout the structure of Liber XV, one finds that it is this candidate that must undergo the ordeal and rituals of the “process” in order to be considered worthy and proven of his attainment.

A.E. Waite wrote of the Emperor card, and which sums up nicely the Priest and his role with the Priestess [emphasis mine]: <o:p></o:p> 

“He is the virile power, to which the Empress responds, and in this sense is he who seeks to remove the Veil of Isis; yet she remains virgo intacta. It should be understood that this card and that of the Empress do not precisely represent the condition of married life, though this state is implied. On the surface, as I have indicated, they stand for mundane royalty, uplifted on the seats of the might; but above this there is the suggestion of another presence. They signify also-- and the male figure especially--the higher kingship, occupying the intellectual throne.”

The Priest also performs the function of both the [Vau] and the [Yod] in the IHVH formula of Liber XV. [??? IAO formula at play?]

Bears the Sacred Lance,

The physical object that represents the male penis throughout the entire ritual is the Lance. It is a necessarily projective weapon. The raising and lowering of this Lance at any time in Liber XV has very large implications as to the state of the Priest and his active or passive role. The Lance is the particular weapon – that of Chokmah, the Father –  that dominates Liber XV as a focal point of the actions for the Working.

and is clothed at first in a plain white robe.

The white is indicative of purity. However, it is also the shroud of the dead that is replaced (or covered) by the robes later in Liber XV. Leaving the white robe under the other vestments shows that there is still a human element involved in the attainments of the officers, though there is a valid argument to the replacement of this robe rather than merely the covering of it. The symbolism of the Priest’s other vestments will be examined in their proper place within Liber XV itself.

The PRIESTESS.

This is the only female human component to Liber XV. The Priestess is the second officer to enter the Temple. She enters without any visible preparation and assumes immediate command of the space. She is also representative of an Initiate of the Sanctuary. The biological design of a woman works in conjunction with the elements necessary for the proper command of the symbols and role of the Priestess. She is the focal point of the primary receptive element in Liber XV.

A.E. Waite wrote, speaking of the card of the Empress [emphasis mine]: 

“She is seated between the white and black pillars--J. and B.--of the mystic Temple, […]. The vestments are flowing and gauzy, and the mantle suggests light--a shimmering radiance. She has been called Occult Science on the threshold of the Sanctuary of Isis, but she is really the Secret Church, the House which is of God and man. She represents also the Second Marriage of the Prince who is no longer of this world; she is the spiritual Bride and Mother, the daughter of the stars and the Higher Garden of Eden. She is, in fine, the Queen of the borrowed light, but this is the light of all. She is the Moon nourished by the milk of the Supernal Mother.

“In a manner, she is also the Supernal Mother herself--that is to say, she is the bright reflection. It is in this sense of reflection that her truest and highest name in bolism is Shekinah--the co-habiting glory. According to Kabalism, there is a Shekinah both above and below. In the superior world it is called Binah, the Supernal Understanding which reflects to the emanations that are beneath. In the lower world it is Malkuth--that world being, for this purpose, understood as a blessed Kingdom--that with which it is made blessed being the Indwelling Glory. Mystically speaking, the Shekinah is the Spiritual Bride of the just man, and when he reads the Law she gives the Diving meaning. There are some respects in which this card is the highest and holiest of the Greater Arcana.”

It is interesting that the Priestess sits in the one place that is both Binah and Malkuth, depending on how the altar is viewed, and at the one spot where the High Priestess and the Empress meet in their respective paths.  She is the crossroads of Heaven and Earth. She is the ultimate manifestation of the Feminine.

The Priestess also performs the function of both the [Heh-final] and [Heh] in the IHVH formula of Liber XV.

Should be actually Virgo Intacta

Latin for “untouched virgin,”[1] the Priestess is literally the figure of the Virgin Bride of the Priest. She is the High Priestess in her fertility in potentia.

or specially dedicated to the service of the Great Order.

Dedicated to the purpose and goal of the O.T.O., she is the Empress in her fertility manifested.

She is clothed in white, blue, and gold.

The white is, again, indicative of purity. Also, the colors of the night and the stars and/or sun. All these continue to fit within the principles of the necessary symbolism required for the altar cloth. These are the colors of Nuit.

She bears the Sword 

Reason. The analytical function of the Mind.

Of course, the attitude of the New Aeon is that the woman should “be girt[2] with a sword.” The implications are obvious here. In the obvious attitude of the mythological traditions of OTO, the woman is girt with the sword of knighthood. Of course, being prepared for action (vide infra), the woman begins the process that initiates, or brings to life, the Priest and joins the duality that is to be annihilated between them in the end.

from a red girdle, 

A girdle is defined by Merriam-Webster’s as “1 : something that encircles or confines: as a : an article of dress encircling the body usually at the waist b : a woman's close-fitting undergarment often boned and usually elasticized that extends from the waist to below the hips c (1) : PECTORAL GIRDLE (2) : PELVIC GIRDLE.”[3] The girdle represents the entire female sexual reproductive system. At the same time, it is the red that is representative of the “blood.” Since biologically “the life is in the blood,” this is literal blood. It is this blood that feeds and sustains the fetus during gestation, thus to keep alive the “bloodline” of the Initiates.

and the Paten 

This is not the representation of the Pantacle as most would assume. The Paten is merely the transport of the Hosts. It is representative of the inert semen that carries the sperm into the body of the woman. It is neither impressionable nor usable in the formula of Liber XV. Its only function is to hold and carry the Hosts. It is also not surprising that it is the Priestess that carries the Paten into the Temple at the beginning of Liber XV. However, more will be seen later on that point in the examination itself.

and Hosts,

[Not female eggs … mythological male "eggs." (source quote?)]

This is the weapon of Malkuth  – the Daughter. This is the Pantacle(s) of the Magician. To many, this wrongly represents the female eggs that are waiting to be fertilized by the Lance later in Liber XV. Again, as seen later in this Analysis, it is the woman who draws in the man as well as his essence, his seed, his “eggs” (by an antiquated view point) and then provides them with a place to rest and work in accordance with the formula of Liber XV. These hosts, the cakes of light, represent the sperm of the Priest.

In Liber ABA, Crowley writes:

“… so the Magick Pantacle [is the magician’s] earthly food.”[4] 

It is upon the pantacle(s) that the Will of the magician is impressed. 

or Cakes of Light.

In a footnote to the Eucharist of three elements in Liber ABA, Crowley writes:

“The Cakes of Light are universally applicable; they contain meal, honey, and oil (carbohydrates, fats, and proteids, the three necessaries of human nutrition): also perfume of the three essential types of magical and curative virtue; the subtle principle of animal life itself is fixed in them by the introduction of fresh living blood.”[5]

And again, in reference to the Eucharist of six elements, of which the Cakes of Light might also be thought, he writes:<o:p></o:p> 

“The Eucharist of six elements has Father, Son, and Holy Spirit above; breath, water, and blood beneath. It is a sacrament reserved for high initiates.”[6]

And the very important and relevant footnote to this small paragraph reads:

“The Lance and the Graal are firstly dedicated to the Holy Spirit of Life, in Silence. The Bread and Wine are then fermented and manifested by vibration, and received by the Virgin Mother. The elements are then intermingled and consumed after the Epiphany of Iacchus, when "Countenance beholdeth Countenance).”[7]

The DEACON.

This is the second male[8] human component to Liber XV. The Deacon is the first officer to enter the Temple. He enters and prepares the Temple itself by activating the first solar impulse. He is also representative of an Initiate of the Sanctuary. This role is usually considered the supportive or conductive position in Liber XV. However true this may be, it is my contention that a Deacon should have already been proficient in the role of the Priest prior to performing in this capacity.

The deeper implications of the Deacon are apparent in the Introit and his role during the Collects.

He is clothed in white and yellow.

Once again we see the color of purity. This consecrated magician is the first representative of the Solar Current, seen in the color of his attire of yellow, which is being invoked during Liber XV.

He bears The Book of the Law.

The Word, Logos, Magus, &c. … also the purpose/focus of the Working in hand 

Two CHILDREN. 

Not really necessary for the Working itself. Merely assistants or attendants to the Priestess in her “coming forth into the Day.” But they do maintain the symbolism of the religious function of Liber XV as acolytes and should be the natural starting point of the Noviate.[9] These are also the representatives of the Priest and Priestess of the future.

They are clothed in white and black. 

Mirroring the polarities of the pillars, these are the human representatives of the yin and yang currents that are present in the invocations in Liber XV.

One bears a pitcher of water and a cellar of salt, 

These are the feminine elements of Water and Earth. However, they form the basis of the amniotic fluid from which the Priest is born and by which the Priestess is purified.

the other a censer of fire and a casket of perfume. 

These are the masculine elements of Fire and Air. These form the basis of the trial of birth and first breath of the Priest and is the basis of the consecration of the Priestess.  

[1] “Virgo intacta.” WWWebster Dictionary. ©2000 Merriam-Webster, Incorporated at http://www.m-w.com. Used with permission. 

[2] “Girt” means “1 a : to encircle or bind with a flexible band (as a belt) b : to make fast (as a sword by a belt or clothing with a cord) c : SURROUND 2 : PROVIDE, EQUIP; especially : to invest with the sword of knighthood 3 : to prepare (oneself) for action.” [“Gird.” Ibid.]

[3] “Girdle.” WWWebster Dictionary. Ibid.

[5] Crowley, Aleister. Magick, Book 4, Parts I-IV. (Co-authors: Mary Desti and Leila Waddell.) 1st one-vol. rev. edition, ed. Hymenaeus Beta. York Beach, ME: Weiser, 1994; 2nd one-vol. ed., revised and enlarged, 1997.  p. 49.  p. 268.

[6] Ibid.

[7] Ibid. 

[8] Unlike the official E.G.C. policy I believe that the Deacon must be of the male gender for specific reasons not mentioned here.

[9] Unlike the official E.G.C. policy I believe that the Children may be of either gender but should be post-pubescent children for specific reasons not mentioned here

Hi bishop:  
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 bish: Oh, no. I was merely using it as one reference for its usage. Liber XV involves all of the degrees (at least the numbered ones so far as I can tell) in the rubric. Sorry. I wasn't trying to suggest that the Collect itself was presenting these Mysteries directly. I propose that your connection of the Lance and Cup is accurate so far as I can tell from the given pieces. In fact, I like the way you word it better than I do if you don't mind me stealing it for myself. ;))    pj:  Feel free to use the descriptions...dems just woids.  :-)     bishop: Insofar as the Sword and Disk is concerned, the Iº has a great deal of symbolism in play with this. I mean, it is obviously in other places, but I think that it is probably most recognizable there. Part of it seems to be the symbolism of the Lesser mystery of St. John the Baptist and the head on the platter, another reference to the Baphomet myth and the impression of the 'idea' to the 'form.' The Iº altar layout, again, mirrors the Lamen of the O.T.O. but expresses something a little different since it is not within the chalice that the light is collected, but upon the disk that it is engraved. Rather than being capable of being poured out, it is set in a material basis, e.g., the ova.    pj:  I like this...it makes a lot of sense!  Thanks.     pj [original comment]: Yet, are you saying that the need to propagate the species and the fact that we have the Christist dogma of "original sin" as a necessary pre-requisite was/is the nature of the work of the sword and disc?  So that involving the egg (disc) and the hemoglobin (sword) are the lesser mystery?  If not, I'm not following you    bish: Within this Aeon, such symbolism is merely that: convenient on a level to relate certain mysteries that are beyond the specifics of any particular aeon and yet remain within that transitional type of Order that the O.T.O. is -- as you have eloquently already elucidated. Involving the ova 

perview of the Lesser mystery since there is (apparently -- not confident in this position yet) the creation of a child. Honestly, though, I have not connected the two mysteries yet outside of mirror images of each other. My original research was on the Mysteries of the Sanctuary as I understood them. When there was the tutoring of this and the Lesser mysteries came into play, I was a little shell-shocked and had to recollect my views. I haven't finished that research yet, so I am still speculating a lot when it comes to these.   

pj:  I guess the one thing that I don't like is in calling this the lesser mysteries.  Perhaps as a speculation, we could consider the Lance and the Cup as the coagulation of the forces of Light that are then crystallized in Matter...the Sword and the Disc.  After all, this Manifestation is about the transformation of the mortal body into the immortal body..."As above, so below."  These are the two waters that have been separated (as indicated in Genesis) and that ultimately must be conjoined. 

But your ideas on the Sword and the Disc are profound and quite insightful! 
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Hi bishop,  
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 bishop <BISHOP@KINDREDX.NET>wrote:   <META content="MSHTML 6.00.2719.2200" name=GENERATOR> 

bish: Interesting. In fact, quite interesting. It's not logical or supported by any research that is necessary to understand Liber XV, but it is an interesting approach nonetheless. More along the lines of salmon cross-country skiing to mate rather than follow the course that is before them. I guess, in the long run, there would be success, but as I mentioned before, I've been down this road in the past. It was helpful in putting things in perspective, but ultimately didn't open up Liber XV  as working within the author's intent. I've been researching the Mass intensely for almost 10 years and have seen just about every approach to examining it that I am aware of. I still find something new every time I sit down to start over. I am not so absolutist as you might wish to imply. But I do find that after all the time, all the views, all the perspectives, it always comes back to the center. And it is from that center (which isn't the Order, btw) that I continue to work these days.  

pj:  You should've received the documents that I sent you by now.  I hope that this will show you a bit more about my perspective on this.  Yet I don't know any more plain a way to say that 'my' mass is not Liber XV, it's Liber XV-II (or it's not John, it's John, Jr...two completely different entities).  Still, I'm glad that you find it interesting.  And hope it continues to spur creative debate.  Is success to be my proof?..we'll find out.  The experimentation will be a valuable learning experience though.  

bish: And that's fine as well. The Mass that will be produced in the end, I suspect, will be something that is very gnostic, very thelemic and very powerful within the sphere that it operates. But, it won't be Liber XV. Then again, you have already stated that you aren't looking for that -- which is why I hesitated in posting these materials is the true lack of objectivity to research within this realm of inquiry and more of a desire to create something new. It continues to make me hesitate today since once again the comments on the first section of the Mass betray a preference to already justify a rewrite rather than understand the original.  

pj:  Then you misunderstand my intent...I both want to better understand the original AND not justify a rewrite...but further develop the mass along more Aquarian lines.  In the process, should I learn that the original mass is more Aquarian than what I understand right now, my opinions on this are amenable as my mind is open.  After all, it's about getting to truth, not supporting my hypotheses at all costs to that truth.  But until I see evidence to the contrary, I will continue to uphold what I now see.  

bish: The facts are already on the table. I can't argue this any more effectively than by merely pointing out the obvious that has already been discussed. If you want to redefine with no reference or clarification of the original, then that's just what some students will have to research on their own, and, like those within the Order who become disillusioned with the politics, they will ultimately find that your approach isn't any more balanced than the O.T.O.'s.  

pj:  Entirely assumptive on your part...I would be very eager for your clarifications of the original...you keep evading them under either adherence to your oaths or by dismissing certain political elements (as well my not addressing them) that are integral to what is in the Sanctuary of the OTO and who really created that Sanctuary, which is/was not Crowley.  Have you done your own research?  Yes.  Then what you constantly allude to as the Gnosis in the Sanctuary, which you also say you don't belong to, is entirely your own purport.  This is also fine, but then your appeal to authority is an even greater fallacy, as there is no authority but your own surmise.  At one point, I even believe you stated that MITP was nothing but a work to explain the mysteries of the OTO.  This is wrong, it's filled with information on the A.'.A.'. and I am looking at things from this perspective.  I have in the past looked at the mass from the OTO perspective and did not see the connections that you make to their initiatory grades...if I am wrong about this, show me where.  But you can't, you have oaths.  Well, I've read both secret rituals books, and still see nothing...I've read the oaths, and still see nothing.  Your secrets are public, yet you maintain that you need to keep these secrets to keep your integrity.  I don't get it.  And then you reference the secrets to support your arguments, but can't tell me what the secrets are that you're referencing.  So you go about with an indirect hinting process...well...I suggest this, don't reveal your secrets...pull out either King's or Koenig's Secret Rituals book and tell me which page to look in.  Then I have chance to figure out what you're trying to say.  

bishop:  

And the fact that you continually try to associate my ideas with some kind of Order brainwashing or that my discussions here are representative of some kind of passion for the Order is fallacious as well. Talk about misdirecting. It's political. My involvement with the Order and my discussions here have been maintained at a distance on purpose. I have no desire to enter into pissing contests over perceived wrongs or factual wrongs between people. If we want to continue to discuss theory and historical facts, then I am all for it. You want to continue to bring up the Order in it's current state and continue to accuse me of being blinded by some devotion to the Order, then we will eventually have to part ways on discussions since it is ultimately fruitless to continue this line of political attack.  

pj:  Well, if I'm assumptive about what I perceive as your passion for the order, apologies.  It's my assessment based on what I'm reading.  However, I'll take your word for it and disregard as erroneous, my intuition that you have a passion for the order.  In the meantime, the Sanctuary and the ideas contained therein, are not Crowley ideas at all, they belong to Breeze, Wasserman, Heidrick and company.   This forces the political discussion...not to say that these so-called gentlemen did or did not do anything wrong in taking over the order...or reconstituting the order...or what have you, but we have to look at their credibility on a magickal level in discerning the level of insight that they bring to their ideas.  If you like your ideas challenged, then face up to the challenge...for that matter, put forth your other notes.  If you really don't like your ideas challenged, continue with your hesitation...I'm not going to beg for these ideas...I can only promise you that I will appreciate them.  

bish: I guess somewhere along the way you missed that all these are my ideas and that they are supported by the work of the author of Liber XV. They aren't supported by teachings of the Order per se. Some things are just self-evident, some are quite obvious from Crowley's corpus and others are implied when viewed with objective glasses. Relying on the authority of the author is exactly part of the process. I mean, if we didn't, then I would have to rely on some views that haven't been so kind in the past regarding your writing. But by relying on the authority of your own work to complement and explain more elusive comments, I continue to find your more ridiculous critics to be merely insane.  

pj:  Ad hominem doesn't suit you here.  I'm not insane, nor are my ideas.  Further, your ideas are self-evident and obvious to YOU...not ME.  That I don't see this as you do seems to be one of your points of frustration.  Well, I won't apologize here...I see things as I do.  Now, I'll quote the Logical Fallacies Index to show the error of your appeal to authority:  

Definition:  While sometimes it may be appropriate to cite an authority to

support a point, often it is not. In particular, an appeal to

authority is inappropriate if:

(i) the person is not qualified to have an expert

opinion on the subject,

(ii) experts in the field disagree on this issue.

(iii) the authority was making a joke, drunk, or

otherwise not being serious  

A variation of the fallacious appeal to authority is hearsay. An

argument from hearsay is an argument which depends on

second or third hand sources. 

Examples:  (i) Noted psychologist Dr. Frasier Crane recommends that

you buy the EZ-Rest Hot Tub.

(ii) Economist John Kenneth Galbraith argues that a tight

money policy s the best cure for a recession. (Although

Galbraith is an expert, not all economists agree on this

point.)

(iii) We are headed for nuclear war. Last week Ronald

Reagan remarked that we begin bombing Russia in five

minutes. (Of course, he said it as a joke during a

microphone test.)

(iv) My friend heard on the news the other day that Canada

will declare war on Serbia. (This is a case of hearsay; in

fact, the reporter said that Canada would not declare war.)

(v) The Ottawa Citizen reported that sales were up 5.9

percent this year. (This is hearsay; we are not n a position to

check the Citizen's sources.)

Proof:  Show that either (i) the person cited is not an authority in the

field, or that (ii) there is general disagreement among the

experts in the field on this point.

================== 

My proof is both that Crowley in his misogyny, disqualifies him as an authority, and that his information on sexual magick is third hand at best.  The tantrics had a more direct knowledge that was past to Reuss and others, whom gave it to Crowley after his own speculations in 333, that he admits he had no certainty about.  Grant at least, goes directly to the sources, though he bends things about to suit his own sophistry.  And Crowley had no knowledge of mitochondria and DNA as this was all unknown science in his time.  Therefore, an appeal to his authority is fallacious. 
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pj

In a message dated 07/31/2002 20:26:50PM, zephyros93@yahoo.com writes:

>

> << i bishop,

> 93

> Thanks for these...also in Crowley's diaries (the Amalantra

> working), there's the other side of the coin that I had talked about in the thread...this involves his confusion over the egg. I have a dialogue from that in my Third Covenant' article...but will also post it below. >>

Diaries? What Diaries? 

regards johnmoon3717@aol.com
Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law.

To be honest, I can't remember which set of diaries contains these

particular workings, but I have the diaries (somewhere that I have misplaced <blush>) from the laste 30's and 40's. These have a lot of information concerning his "end day workings" and his focus on both the IXo and XIo from which I have pulled the majority of my own theories and supporting evidence.

I will admit, however saddened to do so, that my copies were given "under seal" due to copyright/publications issues that PJ and I both (most likely) are disappointed with, but they are available elsewhere with the right ingenuity of a search engine. However misguided some might think I am, I am honorable enough in my oaths to respect them.

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net

Hi bishop,  

93  

 bishop wrote:     

Before I start posting my Mass notes (and trust me, they are notes not completely formed essays), let me comment on the Liber XV-II you have posted on the GCL site [http://www.a-m-h-r.org/members/gcl/liberxvii.html]. I find that it holds a great deal of quality and potential, but ultimately 1) misses the point of Liber XV [which may not be your intent here anyway but from what perspective my comments extend] and 2) is really more of a politically correct revision rather than a formulaically correct revision [nor does it present a balanced formula except in superficial ways]. Unfortunately, or fortunately for some, there is no way to avoid a certain amount of "OTOism" within a conversation concerning Liber XV. But with respect to my oaths, I will try to sidestep specific quotes from the scripts (where possible) and try to use outside sources (again, where possible) throughout the run of this thread. Crowley gives a great deal of this away in other writtings without having to resort to the initiation scripts themselves.  

pj:  The original draft of the re-write did indeed start out as a politically correct assertion.  I was directed by a consensus agreement in an annual convention of HOOR to do this.  But as to "missing the point of Liber XV", yes, that was done on purpose. 

bishop: 

"Beside each column and slightly out front are two small altars for each of the Children of the mass and countercharged with each respective column. These altars contain the elements of the Mass (Salt, Water, Censor, Incense)."  

This is a nice change, but ultimately fails to realize the particular formula in progress here. The (so-called) altars of Liber XV are much more than merely altars, but representative of specifics within the Oasis degrees. These specifics are not circular in nature but linear, just as life is linear no matter the perception of a "cycle of life" (or a reincarnation process) which still moves forward rather than "around." The cyclic nature of Liber XV is not explicit within the specific rite but in a larger view that comes into play only when one steps back from the specific enactment and looks at the "big picture." And even then, it is not so much cyclic as spiral -- much like a DNA strand. ;) 

pj:  The original layout of two sub-altars was to have the mass hall correspond with the layout of the Tree-of-Life.  I put a circle below the stairs indicating the ecliptic and the stars, with the sun as the central star therein.  Thus there is one sub-altar instead of two.  The Priestess then circles the sun, surrounds the sun, blankets the sun, et al. with her circular dance.  And there is the sword she carries, breaking the van allen belt in order to allow the spiritual influence in. 

bishop: 

"In front of this is the Great Circle with the qabalistic squares. And in front of this is the Dark Cell" 

Again, this is a really nice alteration but ignores that the Temple is already a 'kind of Great Circle' or, more correctly, a more potent figure when one looks at the whole. Likewise, the Circle is a restrictive, constraining figure. It implies equal forces at work from all directions rather than force directed and focused. As I mentioned once before, an examination of the O.T.O. lamen provides essential clues to the formula within Liber XV.  

bishop:  You forget here that I am completely un-interested in the OTO, it's masonic and old-aeonic nature, etc.  I don't want a mass that reflects its degrees, steps and signs.  Rather, I want to build a new mythos...one for the present aeon. 

bishop: 

"All present should show no signs of Christist detente." 

Outside of the particular enactment of the IXº, Liber XV does hold a particular ecclesiastical bent to appeal to those, like myself, who have a desire for a more 'religious' path within Thelema. Holding to that, Liber AL, proclaims in no uncertain terms that 1) "Every man and every woman is a star." and 2) "the Law is for all." It does not separate "all" into those we like and those we don't or those who happen to be 'okay' with Thelema alone and those who hold on to other ideals at the same time. The same applies to those with Christian sympathies. "... and to each man and woman that thou meetest, were it but to dine or to drink at them, it is the Law to give. Then they shall chance to abide in this bliss or no; it is no odds." 

pj:  That is fine for you...and for me for that matter.  But just because I have friends that are Christist, doesn't mean that I'm going to start attending their religious services.  In my religious service, I'm going for a purity of quality that pertains exclusively to this aeon.  In this way, the energy I'm working with in the mass is not compromised by the old-aeonic egregore, which is in its death-throes and retains a disruptive nature that is self-defeating.  And much like any good magick, for example:  Say I want to invoke Saturn, I'm not going to put the symbols of Jupiter in my temple...just the symbols of Saturn. 

bishop: 

"The Deacon performs the Star Ruby" 

Again we find that "the Law is for all." Siding with Constance DuQuette (who seems to be more relaxed than Lon in these subjects), "all" once again includes things that we might not be able to see with our physical eye. A banishing removes, excludes and seals an area thereby eliminating elements that might properly fall under the Law. Admittedly, this is a stretch, but one that I am personally willing to make for the more complete promulgation of the Law. 

pj:  The Star Ruby is at first a banishing...but within it is an invocation of the Elemental Guardians that are akin to this aeon.  There is no such thing as a pure banishing...something must fill the initial void that is created. 

bishop: 

"then places the Priest in the Dark Cell, and finally places the Priestess on the High Altar" 

Aside from the obvious problems with this from the standpoint of Liber XV, I do like the connecting idea that is created here within Liber XV-II. However, the politically corrected term for 'tomb' as 'Dark Cell' is something that escapes me. While Death itself has been conquered under the Law of Thelema, the physical dissolution (and subsequent renewal) of the individual is verifiable. Seen as the unity of the spiral, the altar and the tomb form a link both in dimensions as well as in function.  

pj:  The dark cell is the unconscious, the ignorance as well.  But in this case, the unconscious...and the mundane life.  There is a higher life that is celebrated in the mass.  And there is no death...death is the illusion of the unconscious life.  Without death, there is no need for a tomb.  Death and tombs are for the old aeon and its formula for Immortality. 

bishop: 

"and leads the congregation in the Articles of Faith" 

Articles of Faith? I do not need 'faith' to understand, 'believe' or utilize the liturgy of Liber XV.  

pj:  Faith is being open to that which we hope to receive.  These are the same articles of the original Gnostic Mass.  But note that in the rewrite, we don't say "I believe", we say "I acknowledge".  But we all need faith in the process before we attempt it, then we obtain experience from which we capitalize on.  The faith is the hypothesis in the scientific process.  The ritual is the experiment.  The experience is the result.  And we use our emotions, intellect and intuition to come up with a conclusion based on our observation of the result. 

bishop: 

"The Priestess then pierces the veil with her sword and steps down" 

I like this except that it again misses the point of Liber XV. It is in direct opposition to the Mystical Marriage (and its formula) that happens later verbatim in accordance with the script of Liber XV.  

pj:  Or we could say that the clitoris comes out from under its hood...the phallic nature of the female. 

bishop: 

"Deacon approaches the East and ascends the stairs and divines the word for the Mass as the purpose of the Mass is silently declared." 

I am assuming that this method of divining the "word for the Mass" is something that is secretly taught to the Deacon in his ordination? ;) I find no basis for this within the original formula or rite and I am at a loss to understand its purpose here. Outside of the reference to the Deacon as "the mundane being" within Catacosm I [http://www.a-m-h-r.org/members/gcl/cati.html], and the implications of the other two officers being merely extentions of him (a concept I am not uncomfortable with for reasons I will discuss in a later post),  it is still my contention that the Deacon should already be proficient in the role of the Priest prior to taking that office. The Deacon is the Priest already initiated into the Mysteries as construed by certain implications later in Liber XV. 

pj:  I first learned this process at my training at Tahuti Lodge cOTO in NYC.  But the Deacon represents Tiphareth and the center of the solar system.  It is he who speaks to the people...the congregation.  BTW:  I was taught the mass by Jim Wasserman and Kent Finne, with some later insights by Ray Eales...from there, my own research into Kenneth Grant and Dion Fortune. 

bishop: 

"I am a man among men. The Priest then lowers the Lance and says: How should I be worthy to administer the virtues to the Brethren? The Lance is then raised and the Priest arises." 

This is wrong placement for the lifting of the lance, at least per the implications (and script) of Liber XV. It is not by his own questioning or ability that the lance is raised, but only by the power, influence and charisma of the Priestess.  

pj:  This is an exact quote from the original mass...so I don't understand your problem here. 

bishop:

"Oh Sons of the Lion and the Snake and Daughters of the Eagle and the Egg!" 

This, along with the inclusion of the women within the list itself, is fallacious. While I think that women might possibly find inclusion as Saints within context, it would be best suited under either "The Lady" or "The Earth," most specifically under the latter. The problem lies in the formula of the Collect itself. In order to be politically correct, this would necessarily have to be removed or rewritten completely to remove all masculine references that are intentionally placed within it. Merely including women and adding a phrase doesn't change the intent of the Collect but merely emasculates the purpose.  

pj:  Disagree, I'm using the energy of all those who have come before us...they are all one above the Abyss and there is no genderization...but again, the female also has a phallus; a clitoris. 

bishop: 

Again, my intent here is not to offend, but to look critically at this from the singluar point of view (for the moment) of Liber XV itself and the intent of the ritual in the first place. To revise something, IMO, one must understand the nature of the original so clearly as to be able to transfer that nature to the revision. I am excited about this possibility of discussion the Mass. It is a passion of mine and I enjoy learning from others as well as having others shred my ideas and theories so that I can better rephrase, reform and revise them.  

pj:  I'm glad for your passion and have benefitted from your comments.  Remember, this list is about dianoesis and you have fulfilled its mission.  Hopefully, my responses were reasonable. 

My note is that your overall perspective is to first adore the original mass as perfect.  I used to also feel this way.  For the purposes of dianoesis, I hope you continue to feel this way, as it will provide effective challenge to my ideas.  But more for your own growth, I hope that you at some point, begin to see my ideas as potentially reasonable.  At such a point, you will begin to come out of the Christist Detente that the Caliphate so very much promulgates. 
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pj

bishop@kindredx.net writes:

<< within Liber XV.

pj: You forget here that I am completely un-interested in the OTO, it's

masonic and old-aeonic nature, etc. I don't want a mass that reflects its degrees, steps and signs. Rather, I want to build a new mythos...one for the present aeon.>>

Well even so its an interesting reference ( Wouldn't you say)

Regards johnmoon3717@aol.com

Hi bishop,  

93  

 bishop wrote:     

The danger here is that the assumption that Liber XV is something other than an O.T.O. ritual is in error. We come back to the fact that it is a specific ritual with a specific import for a specific purpose. Altering that makes it no longer Liber XV.  

pj:  I emphatically disagree here.  I can read the ritual on an entirely different plane than anything connected to the OTO.  I really believe that when you can see outside the OTO, you'll see a dimension to the mass that you just don't see now. bish: Bad wording on my part, I think. Elitist, in the sense that you are disallowing this "Christist" participation in a public ritual. This, to me, sounds like elitism of singling out Thelemites only for this ritual. Insofar as relying on the sperm and the ova together, I find through my cursory glance nothing that would be representative of the ova within the Mystical Marriage portion of this ritual. It is possible that you have interpreted the 'hosts' as the ova, but this is specifically, again, not within the arrangement of the original intent.    pj:  First, I'd ask you to read Motta's 'Letter to a Brazilian Mason' or my article:  'Reign of the Demiurge' in order to better understand where I'm coming from.  But to state this in another way, the Age of Pisces was an aeon of endings.  Things had to come to an end before an original (Aquarius) beginning could proceed.  And in this age, all connection to Pisces just simply has to be eliminated.  The evidence is all around us.  As ALL of these so-called Thelemic orders operate within old-aeonic paradigms, they become cults...so filled with green slime that they spew it everywhere.  Motta's insights on this were quite profound.  I don't see any virtue in destroying new wine by putting it in old wine skins. 

pj [original comment]:  I see the word 'Egg' as a symbol with several layers of meaning and possibilities for interpretation.   

bish: Maybe, but doubtful considering the foundation on which the O.T.O. was built and the meanings that were explicit within the primary theories of the time.  

pj:  But again, you have to realize, I'm not hung up on the OTO and don't care how the interpret or misinterpret anything.  Their opinions are simply not relevant for me.  And for that matter, either citing their opinion as authority or stating that their opinion over-rides the Alchemical and physiological interpretations of what the 'Egg' could mean, constitutes a logical fallacy. 

pj [original comment]:  We could argue effectively, that Crowley was unclear himself (Cf. Amalantra Working) on the meaning of the term 'Egg',   

bish: We could. As I said, there are indications (that I still haven't taken the time to reference for you yet) that he began a move toward a more balanced concept later in life.  

pj:  But again, that does not matter.  I don't care what Crowley thought the Egg meant...I care about what I think the Egg means and what consensus I can build with others on that issues as per the work of the AMHR. 

bish: His work was a continuation, not a beginning. Though, yes, it is left to us to continue on from him as well. However, the term is not particularly ambiguous when one takes the facts of what all of this was based on to begin with. The 'Egg' is part of the Lion-Serpent and the outer shell of the manifested, but ungestated, Light.  

pj:  As per OTO symbolism...ok...as per biology and the AMHR...no. 

bish: As time goes on, I look forward to watching the development of this ritual. My own attempt at removing the ecclesiastical elements from the Mass but leaving the formula in place was The Lion Gate.  I don't think I completely succeeded either, but I did learn a lot from the experience and experimentation with it.  

pj:  I think it would be a great idea if you would post this. 

pj [original comment]:  Within a traditional Alchemical context, the Eagle and the Egg represent the ova.  That this is not so in your interpretation of a Thelemic context, seems more likely to speak to that large body of oaths that you can't comment on directly.  So I can't really reply to this.  

bish: In some cases, yes, but not in the standard that was established with those that influenced the founding of the Order. This isn't a Thelemic context, but an O.T.O. context. I don't think they always match either. And this isn't about oaths, this is about context and intent. The 'Egg' is the sperm, very simply put. The symbolism and the context and the explanations are all through Crowley's corpus.  

pj:  Remember, for me, the OTO is more a cur than a benefit to anyone.  And again, I really don't care what they think.  Though I know they care what I think, or they wouldn't have to lie to publishers to try to prevent them from reading my ideas.  At the bottom line, I think I'm getting somewhere and their rite is becoming more and more a 'has been'. 

bish: As true as this may be, the issue still lies in the author's intent for the rite. We can interpret all we want to suit our own perspectives and goals, but it does no justice to the original intent or implications of the author. My purpose in even tackling Liber XV was to do exactly that and attempt to elucidate my own ideas but continue to expound on the original intent without diluting it.  

pj:  Note also, that Crowley is not the 'be all' and 'end all' of Thelema for me.  I admire several that the cOTO have ignored and I'm getting to a point where I'm ready to stand on my own two feet as well.  Leave Crowleyanity to the Caliphate, where it gets more than its due. 
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pj

In a message dated 08/27/2002 18:28:39PM, zephyros93@yahoo.com writes:

<< JohnMoon,

93

That fascinates me. This would make a marvelous forshadow of the entire 9th Manifestation. Please if you would, find those references.
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pj

BitsyCat1@aol.com wrote: >>

Oh yes and Indeed the Coptic Priests All moonlighted in magic, love potions and such (Such was their reputation for such) that Shakespeare wrote a priest with Potions into Romeo And Juliet (Because everyone knew Someone that had gone to a priest for something other than prayer and Confession.) MAgick

Regards johnmoon37172aol..com

Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law.

 pj: we're even seeing the emergence of an entire generation opting out of both marriage and sexual contact on the one hand...and on the other, promoting promiscuity and the alienated contact of polyamory as some sort of mystical virtue, when it only further promotes the narcissistic underpinnings of our technocratic society.     

bish: Wow. This is a whole thread by itself. ;))   pj:  Can you elaborate on these mysteries?  I'm not readily familiar with the Hemoglobin/Sword&Disk.     bish: "and many another, prophet, priest and king, that bore the Lance and Cup, the Sword and Disk, against the Heathen" (Collect V: The Saints)   The operation that requires the egg of a female, therefore the reference to 'blood' in a more familiar context, is the lesser mysteries of St. John the Baptist -- of the Sword and Disc and as delineated clearly in the Oasis Degree -- and are a continuation of the Original Sin so to speak. The greater Mysteries (those of the IXº) are of the Lance and Cup, and washes away the original sin and admits you to the Garden of Eden itself, which is the Sovereign Sanctuary, where you take your place as a Magister Iesous Xristos (Cf Geheime Symbolem der Rosenkreutzers), or rather Magister IXº. There is, of course, no Original Sin in Thelema, as existence is pure joy. Still the symbolism is Christian hence the references. This is as simple a breakdown on the actual Mysteries as I think I can get at the moment. I hope that helps differentiate the two. 

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net 

