[To stress something as I begin posting on this series, these are notes not complete essays in themselves. These are my working notes on a larger piece that I once intended to write -- and might still someday. So, if there seems at any time, though any of the notes, to be strange shifts in thought from one sentence to the next, please forgive the way my brain works at times. ;) So, for now, enjoy, shred and ask away. I enjoy a good conversation. Anything in red is my own addition/clarification to my original notes. These haven't been updated since 2000, so some things are badly out of date and I will try to revise those as I go along here. These are also coming straight of of MS Word, so those readers without Rich Text format will miss some of the emphasis and color changes. Sorry. - bishop] 

Of The Mass:

Notes Toward An Understanding Of Liber XV : The O.T.O. Gnostic Mass 

Introduction 

In working with Liber XV, the O.T.O. Gnostic Mass, I have found that there is an understanding that seems to be missing with many teams that I have witnessed. It is my contention that it is not necessarily ignorance of the meaning or the various layers of meaning of Liber XV that prohibits the full intent of the Working to be revealed, but rather tradition and an ecclesiastical frame of mind that is difficult to overcome. I think that there are plenty of teams and individuals who can appropriately ascertain the symbolism and meaning of Liber XV just fine but still rely on the perspective of the Rite as a religious ceremony in order to perform it in public. I personally believe that this defeats the demiurgic and focused energy that is intended to be generated during the Rite itself. 

I am a purist in many respects and I have maintained that in order to update a thing into a more modern perspective, one must first understand a thing in its original intent. There are many things within the O.T.O. that I would think could be brought into the light of a modern time without causing damage to the Mysteries contained therein. The O.T.O. Gnostic Mass, however, is not one of those things. To change the gender of the roles, to add female Saints, or to alter in any way the enactment of Liber XV outside of the script as it is written (certain contradictory and impossible stage instructions, of course, excepted), in my opinion, alters the formula of the Liber XV that is being worked and destroys the intent of the Rite. This is not to suggest that such alterations would not produce some form of Gnostic process that is beautiful and powerful in its own right. I think that such alterations should be experimented with and performed with the utmost care for their own properties and formulas of working. But they are not, by any stretch of the imagination, Liber XV, the Gnostic Mass of the O.T.O.¸ or participating within the central secret of the IXº and the Mysteries of the Order.

In Chapter 73 of his Confessions, Crowley wrote: [emphasis mine]

The lyrical climax [of “The Ship,” a dramatic full interpretation of the central mystery of freemasonry according to Crowley] is in some respects my supreme achievement in invocation; in fact, the chorus beginning: <o:p></o:p> 

Thou who art I beyond all I am...

seemed to me worthy to be introduced as the anthem into the Ritual of the Gnostic Catholic Church, which, later in the year, I prepared for the use of the O.T.O., the central ceremony of its public and private celebration … [1]

Liber XV is the ”public and private celebration” of the O.T.O., to repeat what we just read. Many would suggest that the private celebration is that which is for initiates only. I would agree to a certain limited extent. It stands to reason that if the central Mystery of freemasonry is linked to the central ceremony of the O.T.O. through the enactment of the O.T.O. Gnostic Mass, and we know that the primary importance of Liber XV is the presentation of the central Mystery of the O.T.O. in dramatic form, that the central Mystery of both freemasonry and O.T.O. cannot be merely about the sexual act itself. Moreover, the central secret of the O.T.O. must be more than the worship of the generative process of the Universe or the harnessing of that process through any magical or religious action in order to satisfy the necessary link to the central Mystery of freemasonry. 

Crowley, following the same passage above said: [emphasis mine] 

I resolved that my Ritual should celebrate the sublimity of the operation of universal forces without introducing disputable metaphysical theories. I would neither make nor imply any statement about nature which would not be endorsed by the most materialistic man of science. On the surface this may sound difficult: but in practice I found it perfectly simple to combine the most rigidly rational conceptions of phenomena with the most exalted and enthusiastic celebrations of their sublimity. 

I would disagree that he accomplished this goal. With the rise of philosophy and the concepts that everything is disputable including our own existence, this goal becomes worthless except in the most ecclesiastical manner. Without demeaning that aspect, I feel that it is outside of the particular purpose of Liber XV. My approach is to examine the nature of Liber XV from the perspective of the Secret of the Sanctuary and the underlying Mystery that exists within it.  

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. But Liber XV unfolds that Mystery to the participants and includes them in the oldest and largest mythological cycles known to Man. It provides the entire foundation for both the Thelemic cosmogony as well as the necessary components to look back on the previous Aeons with respect and appreciation. It gives the magical and physiological basis on which we are capable of continuing to propagate a line of Initiates into the future with a definitive line from the past in accordance with the natural Mystery that is contained within the Bosom of the O.T.O. and other initiatory bodies that are carrying the seed of the Supreme Secret.

It is my contention that the Supreme Mystery, the secret that binds both freemasonry and O.T.O. together is something that goes beyond the sexual secrets of the VIIº, VIIIº, IXº, Xº, and XIº of our Order. I believe that these are merely indicators, steps and blinds to the ultimate Secret that cannot be seen without the unfolding of their light.  Freemasonry, and more specifically the O.T.O., claims a mythological descent from the Knights Templar and ties into the same legendary cycle of the Holy Grail and the protectors of the bloodline of Jesus Christ. Whether or not this ever proves itself to be true, the cycle itself is indicative of something bigger and returns full circle to the alleged supreme secret of freemasonry as the Alchemical transmutation of the Initiate. It points to the spiritual and physical evolution of a dynasty within a specific sphere of influence. For there is no purpose to the transmutation of the Initiate if he serves no higher purpose outside of himself. There are plenty of Orders and spiritual paths to be found outside of the O.T.O. that do not have such a Mystery at its core. Here there is a bloodline to protect, even if only figuratively through myth, and a dynasty to establish and maintain. Each of the degrees of O.T.O. from the VIIº through the Xº, and with some relevance in the XIº, hold a piece of the unfolding of this Supreme Secret and Mystery. It is only by stepping outside of the degree system and looking at the whole in perspective that one can see this specific pattern.

How does this relate to Liber XV and its enactment? Those who would claim that Liber XV is of need of updating or of alterations to include diverse elements not found therein at the present time have missed the purpose of its enactment. It is not merely an ecclesiastical service. It is not merely the Rite of the IXº. It is the entire Mystery of a dynastic Order acclimated to the symbology of Thelema, freemasonry, and the O.T.O. in such a manner as to provide only that information that is capable of being assimilated by the viewer or participant. There are multiple layers for multiple reasons.  But it is the overall synopsis that tells the story, paints the picture, and provides the graphical novel by which the dynastic formula that can be seen and understood. It is not my intent here to open up the formula anymore than what the pieces will allow, but to let the reader see the pieces and come to their own understanding and conclusions of the whole. This means that questions raised in the beginning are most likely answered as one delves deeper into the sections.

In this endeavor I am indebted to multiple persons. Frater V.I.T.R.I.O.L. and his wonderful An Analysis of the Gnostic Mass[2] was an inspiration for me to actually get up and work on this project of mine. Tau Apiryon, Sabazius Xº, also provided much inspiration with his Commentary on Liber XV.[3] Lon DuQuette also provided much needed inspiration for these ideas, though I am willing to bet that he, like the others, would disagree with much of my overall interpretation of the principle found in the implicit structure of Liber XV. There are many others who have contributed to my thoughts and ideas, but this short introduction does no justice to their assistance. My analysis is not presented as the ultimate of any kind of final interpretation or even as the one and only correct view of the O.T.O. Gnostic Mass. It is merely my views after careful study. It is subject to change as more study continues to progress and reveal more than seen before.

[1] [The Confessions of Aleister Crowley.] The Spirit of Solitude, subsequently re-anti-christened The Confessions of Aleister Crowley. London, 1929. 2 Vols. Vols. 3-6 not issued. Abridged one-volume edition The Confessions of Aleister Crowley, ed. John Symonds and Kenneth Grant. London, 1969; rpt. London and New York: Arkana, 1989.

[2] http://www.sekhetmaat.com/egc/gmanalysis/gmanalysis.htm

[3] http://www.hermetic.com/sabazius/gmnotes.htm  

Hi bishop,  
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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).  
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pj  

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  

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

 You make some great points here. Let me try to clarify. Once again the problem of elists comes to play. Had this been a circle discussion, I am not sure that we would have agreed any more than here, but we would have at least been given the opportunity to sound more civil than this has turned out. Please believe me when I say that I have absolutely no hostility in my comments whatsoever. I will hope that you are taking my comments are critical rather than hostile. I would not want two opinionated individuals to become embroiled in something so petty as an elist and ruin a potentially valuable friendship. I am enjoying your insights greatly. That said, let me try to clarify and agree/disagree/argue with some of these particular points that you bring up here.        pj:  I have no interest in the OTO, that's basically why I would want to read the ritual on an entirely different plane.      bish: Hence the problem we encounter here. The "O.T.O. Gnostic Mass," also known as Liber XV, cannot be read from any other perspective than that which it was intended. I once made this mistake too. It is a common one even within the Order. Everyone wants to find something deeper than just what it is supposed to be -- and it isn't. It is the one and only public enactment of the IXº (or any rite, for that matter) of the O.T.O. Period. Nothing more. To alter that changes Liber XV into something else. You might think that you are continuing the current found therein, but Occum's Razor doesn't even cut in that direction. You have something totally new -- again, with no complaints from me here -- but it isn't a continuation of Liber XV, plain and simple.    pj:  I have no control issues that I know of and don't see what that has to do with my rewrite of the Mass.      bish: Bad phrasing on my part. The "O.T.O. Gnostic Mass" is so-called because of a specific reason and that reason isn't because of control issues. Sorry. Not that you have control issues, but that the Rite isn't called that because of control issues from the Order.    

from that other plane. So does Kenneth Grant     bish: Hence the problem with both the rewrite and Grant. There isn't an "other plane" for this particular Rite. It was designed for a specific purpose in mind. You think that I am not grasping your concepts when I am -- and thinking they are wonderful, btw -- but, in fact, you seem to not grasp that you are trying to latch on to something that is already limited and cannot go any further without disrupting the paradigm under which it was created. (see below)   pj: And the OTO/Gnostic Mass can be (should someone like me, want to do so) removed from its original quarters and dressed in new clothes.  I really don't understand why this is such a difficult concept for me to get across to you.    bish: Because the "Gnostic Mass" (so-called) isn't something that can be altered without destroying the intent of the Rite itself. And it cannot be utilized effectively in the form that it is in under some other paradigm.    pj:  It's a 'Gnostic Mass' 'Liber XV-II' (note:  not 'Liber XV'), adapted from the original OTO rite for the GCL and member churches of the AMHR.  And I am trying to do something else with it...something entirely Aquarian.  I don't know how much more plain I can state this.      bish: When the AMHR can show (in general) that it understands the IXº as it is performed within the Sanctuary of the Gnosis and per Ruess' intent, then will I be able to see that this adaptation of Liber XV is even close to finding validity within such circles as profess to be working with the energies of this particular mode of sex magick. Until then, it is merely an adaptation of a ritual for lack of more original work.    pj:  I was responding to your question about Christist Detente, not trying to relate those articles to the Gnostic Mass (of any sort).  It was my intent to get you to understand the importance I see in working without the Christist Egregore...that is all.    bish: My bad then. I misunderstood your intent of the essays in question. If this is the case, then, yes, 

perspective. No problem with me here.    pj:  Not in my opinion.  The Aeon of Osiris was about Death, it was entirely Piscean in nature and represented as does Pisces (being the last sign in the zodiacal wheel), the end of a cycle or cycles.    bish: Hmm. I would examine exactly what you wrote there and get back to me on this one. It is very self-defeating and very Old Aeon.  ;)   pj:  You can throw in all the ad hominem that you like, misdirect from my points as you need to, and I just can't be provoked by this.  I would suggest however, that you're opinions are entirely absolutist and I'm coming from a relativist perspective.    bish: No ad hominem here. A mere statement of observation and perception. If you are going to teach something, then I would suggest that you teach it within perspective and context. Misaligning and redefining terminology that has been consistent throughout Crowley's corpus is not honest or honorable. Such as: 

pj:  No...biologically it takes an egg and a sperm...otherwise, no baby.  It's really that simple.  If you have something else to state plainly, state it.  Your hints are too vague.  

bish: Once again, Liber XV deals specifically with the O.T.O. IXº. I don't know where you got the idea that it involves a baby, but that is just plain wrong. The IXº and the O.T.O. Gnostic Mass involve no ova and the latter does not imply such in any aspect of the ritual itself when cross referenced with source material from Crowley or his sources. This is basic research, not speculation here. This isn't some made up theory to justify Crowley's position or the Order's lack of progress in explaining this shit to people. These are just historical facts. Let me say this again: Per the formula of the IXº, and as seen within Liber XV, modern biology continues to validate the process that is being seen during this enactment. If you cannot see this, then (only an ad hominem if you wish to perceive it as such) the blinds are working for a reason. I continue to suggest more research and examination of the formula in more depth if you are going to rewrite Liber XV in any way that suggests it is a continuation of the original. Again, what you have isn't as such. It is completely different and I continue to say, "More power to ya!" I am all for new rites and encourage them when given the opportunity. But I have already taken this formula to a gynecologist and gotten what I need to continue my Work. ;) 

pj:  What Crowley wrote is what Crowley wrote...what I write is what I write.  And what Grant, Achad, Russell and Motta have done is to take Thelema well beyond Crowley.  I don't rely on any of their authority...it's a logical fallacy in this discussion.  (Cf. Logical Fallacies Index).  

bish: You may not, but I would submit that you really don't want others to misunderstand your writings (any more than I do) either based on their own (mis)perceptions of your words. You would prefer to be clear enough to be understood. If not, then I submit that you are writing for a small selection of elite sheep rather than for Thelema as a whole. If you want to be clear, understand the definitions within context and get a dictionary for the rest. Again, redefining words to suit your purposes doesn't make for clarity of knowledge. It only befuddles those who are too new to know any better.  

Be well. 

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net  

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

 bish [previously]: 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.  Fur    bish: Look carefully again. I said that by relying on your own authority of your own work, I find your critics to be merely insane, not you. Not that I ever took such critics at face value anyway, but I think my point stands even more directly because of finally taking the time to read your work and understanding you better. Now I find them to be humorous and just completely nuts -- to use a highly technical psychology term here. ;)

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net 

Hi bishop,  

93  

Delightfully, I stand corrected and complimented...thank you.  
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pj  

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

 pj: Thanks for this...a few points of difference:     bish: No problem at all. Allow me to try to address these as I can appropriately. Let me remind you that we are attempting to delve through multiple layers of symbolism, not all of which match up immediately until the end is in sight. Eventually, though, it all does for the most part.    pj: 1.  I don't see the lamen as you point out in your first footnote.     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: 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: 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: 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.    

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.  

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. 

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net
In a message dated 08/27/2002 12:07:17PM, bishop@kindredx.net writes:

<< o what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law.

Let me get it finished this evening and I then I certainly won't mind. But unfinished it's like, well, unfinished. LOL! Of course, then comes the question of whether you want my version of the Priestess sitting on the altar -- or not. ;))>>

HM C Call me crazy but all the Gnostic material I have ever seen is about becoming Male (In the spiritual sense) Now then why would the alter be feminine?

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

Just asking if you all had considered this

Regards johnmoon3717@aol.com

Hi JohnMoon,

93

I remain very interested in this...if you would, please find those 

references for me...I'd really appreciate it.

These sects consuming the elixir, would be setting the pace for the 

entire 9th Manifestation, including the three Aeons: Pisces, 

Aquarius & Capricorn.

I suspect there may be some seed-kernal of information there that may 

be quite pertinent to the present investigation of the Gnostic Mass.

93/93

pj

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

pj: While these look quite fabulous, if I may...  

pj: 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.  

bish: Ya know? I thought about that as I sat and watched it render. It just takes too long to render each one to stop it and start over again. Anyway, the point: local custom (and maybe other places too) have the Priestess with this little contortion maneuver at the point that the Priest crosses both the cup and the paten at the same time. As I sat and watched this thing run, I kept wondering over and over in my head why we do that. I am still sitting here wondering. I think I will alter that when I do the final renders for this set. Then it's off to create the files, poses and lighting in order for others to take this shit and create away as they desire. lol 

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net  

This is all so very fabulous...I can't wait to see more of these.  

93  

pj

See? Now you got me thinking. That's bad for an insomniac like me. I will be up all night again doing this shit. LOL! Maybe I should create a horizontal superaltar for those purists (not me, uht uh, no way) who prefer the superaltar to be along the back of the altar as seen in Equinox II:10 and taken as the more "proper" architecture for it. Hmm ... See what you do? LOL!    Anyway, go to bed man. It's O'dark thirty there. ;)   

93s bish

lol...I guess I shouldn't mention including a veil then...or a rendering of the Priestess seated in her robe holding Liber AL...nope, I wouldn't do that to you.  Just ask Lynette, I'm not pushy at all.  

93  

LOL! I'm getting there. Really. I just built the altar and superaltar from scratch and had to learn a whole new program in the process. That was about 52 hours of time from start to finish, straight through. ;)) That said, I am going to have to learn yet another aspect of all this in designing the ritual garments that I want for the Mass team. I can't find (to download even) anything close to what I want to alter it for my needs. This might take some time to accomplish. So, until then, I think I will just use the Egyptian style clothing that I have on hand to substitute even though it doesn't match the text of Liber XV the way it should. In the end, this would be a better substitution, IMO, than not. It keeps with the "Thelemic Egyptology" flair of the Mass rather than just bullshitting some costume on the fly until I can learn to make clothing on my own.    But speaking of, I am interested in your view of the physical location of the veil, as opposed to the symbolism, though taking into account the symbolism behind why that physical location is chosen. Hmm. That came out weird. Okay. In short: in your view of the reading of Liber XV, where does the veil go? why? what is within in it? what is without it?    

93s bish

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

Hi bishop,  

93  

I see very little stretching in your theories, especially as compared to his.  This guy's riding a fantasy broom.  

93/93  

pj  

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

 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.     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.    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.   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:  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.  

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:  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.  

bish: I think you missed the point, but as it has already been decided that this rite isn't dealing with the same reality that the rest of us live in, I will just have to overlook the obvious. Liber XV expresses certain realities (as well as theories) that are observable. We can certainly argue that 'reality' is a loaded term, but I will also overlook that tendency as well.   

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.  

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] 

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:  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: But the Deacon represents Tiphareth and the center of the solar system.  It is he who speaks to the people...the congregation.    

bish: You have made my point all the more salient.  

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

bish: I would suggest a rereading of the original. It is an exact quote, but wrong placement order. The order and movement are merely part of the whole, but a very important part to be sure.   

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.  

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.  

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:  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.  

bish: Absolutely. I note that our perspectives come from different angles but, of course, that doesn't alter the benefit of such conversations. In understanding the original within context, it allows one to perfect a rewrite either to modernize the original or completely create something that goes beyond the intent of the original.   

pj:  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.  

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.  

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!  

Be well.  

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net  
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Yes, as a reference, the OTO rites and the original Gnostic Mass remain important; no matter where the new mass goes.  I just have no interest in writing a new echo of those themes.  They've been done already...why should I want to regurgitate this?  

93/93  

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

 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.      bish: Well, okay. That's not where I was headed, but I think that will come a little more apparent when I post we hit 'section one' of the Mass Notes.    pj: 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.      bish: I would agree that it is not reflective of the Lamen. The Lamen only presents the general schema of the formula itself, though quite clearly if one were to ask me.    pj: Yet, the mass I've penned is still a 'Gnostic' mass and still a 'Thelemic' rite.      bish: Agreed without argument.    pj: 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.      bish: 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: In the meantime, I take a few small steps and yet, feel I've accomplished something that is powerful.    bish: Again, agreed without a doubt.    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.    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:  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.  

bish: Fair enough.  

pj:  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:  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: 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.  

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: And I believe that it's going to take some experimentation before it even becomes possible for me to do so.    

bish: Experimentation is the key to further success, IMO.  

pj: 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.  

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

bish: When we hit the Saints Collect, I think it will be more apparent than to take it out of context here.   

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: 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: 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.  

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:  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.  

bish: Thanks. I will post the Introductory Notes here in a bit. 

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net
Hi bishop,  
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 bishop wrote:   

In a manner of speaking, yes. He is the candidate for initiation rather than an already prepared initiate. This, unfortunately (remember I said I would tell you), relates to the initiation process of the Sanctuary to which I can only speculate on a personal level based on the mentoring that I have been given. It is already known that it takes two initiates of the Sanctuary to raise a third. In this, the I[esous] X[ristos] is created by the combination of Spirit and Matter, the masculine and feminine. Regardless of whether we like the Christian symbolism behind the Sanctuary, it is there and usable.    pj:  Yes, the symbolism is usable...I think I should point out that though I rail often enough, again Christism, I do agree with Motta when he says that Thelemites are the "true Christians".  In other words, they practice the true Gnostic theurgy in lineage and by way of the Rosicrucians.  Note the inner college of the A.'.A.'. is called the College of the Rosy Cross. The central mysteries that flow through some of the early Gnostic teachings, inaugurate the current for the 9th Manifestation of Sagittarius (Truth)...and I wish JohnMoon would dig those references up!...and are important for the three Aeons that comprise it. The problem lies in the Black Lodge perversion of these mysteries; making Jesus a king, et al...the Roman propaganda machine and its slime spewing into Protestantism and even Wicca and the New Age...indeed and most painfully, the Caliphate, along with other pseudo-Thelemic organizations. Crowley saw the OTO of his time as a 'cross-roads' order...with one foot in both Aeons.  This was even important for his time as it provided a bridge into the new...remember he died 2.25 years before the actual and indeed cognitive birth of the present Aeon.  Yet, he saw the new Aeon coming on and ultimately wanted the order's rites completely overhauled for this auspicious event. Yet there would be many as there are old Aeon.  They would need the assistance of this bridge.  Even those born early in the Aeon (most of us) may need the assistance of this bridge as the energy of the old Aeon is still really stronger than the energy of the new Aeon.  We could think of the old Aeon as the 'old man' and the new one as an 'infant'.  And in these 'in-between' times, the Black Lodge has its greatest capacity for its perverse practices...as it did and most especially during those 'in-between' times not only between two Aeons, but between two Manifestations.   bishop: pj [original comment]:  Intacta does not mean untouched...it means whole and complete   

bish: Not in my Latin dictionary. 

pj:  Whole and complete may also indicate having the hymen unbroken...but this would be the influence of the Black Lodge and its patriarchal agenda during the Piscean Aeon.  We know that the formula of AMA (in MITP) is of the unfulfilled woman...this I would argue would be the incomplete...not having the Yod/Phallus/semen(& seminal fluid) ... blood in the Cup (Babalon).  The formula of AIMA is of the woman fulfilled, whole and complete.  Note also, the Vestil Virgins of the temple were the sexual instructors of the youth.  

The point that I'm trying to make here is that it's a matter of connotation...on the one hand, very subtle...and precisely because of that, quite powerful as we can see the harm its brought to women over the past Aeon.  And for that matter, it's perverted the sexual drive of men as well.  And with the looming power of the Black Lodge still over us, 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:  I think that the "blood" of the Priestess is integral to it. The mistake usually made is that it is something more than that. And there is no indication within the Rite to that fact. The Mysteries of the Lance and Cup are such that the "blood" of the Priestess is very specific and different than the Mysteries of the Sword and Disk which require the "blood blood", i.e., hemogloben.  

pj:  Can you elaborate on these mysteries?  I'm not readily familiar with the Hemoglobin/Sword&Disk.  
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pj 

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

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

bish: You can but why would you want to? I mean, it isn't labeled "O.T.O. Gnostic Mass" for nothing. It's not just a convenient phrase to overlook when one decides it isn't convenient to one's purpose. It is there for a reason and more than just some "control" issue. I thought we had already established this from previous threads.    

pj: 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:  I used to do this with Liber XV. I had it broken down ecclesiastically, qabalistically and through a bowl of fruit loops. Then I realized that it was worthless to do so since it wasn't designed to be viewed any other way than how the author intended it. It is specific. It is focused. It has a purpose. What you seem to be trying to do is change that purpose, focus and the specifics of what it is all about. That's great for doing something else, but why would you try to attain to some other purpose and call it the same thing is beyond me. One, that's massively unoriginal and, two, Liber XV is something in less need of updating than this particular 'rewrite.' Again, if you are going for something new, call it something new. But this is a far cry from the intent of Liber XV and, IMO, very misleading to those you teach or with whom you discuss when they want to understand just what Liber XV or the "O.T.O. Gnostic Mass" is all about. These aren't remotely connected except in the depth of intent except by direct quotes of the original which seem misplaced and misused for the purpose of the original. If you are going to have a "Thelemic Gnostic Mass," I submit that there will be very little of the intent to show the Order's IXº -- even updated for a modern time -- within it.     

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 comin

  bish: The former I have read several times and still am completely unimpressed with the rantings of Motta. The latter I can only shake my head and wonder what is the point other than a mythological narrative of the past. No great revelation in either as to the perspective that is taken with this ritual.   

pj: But to state this in another way, the Age of Pisces was an aeon of endings.      

bish: Sources? The Aeon of Osirus was about cycles. Birth/Death, incarnation/Reincarnation, etc. We see this even in the symbology of the Order but taken to a different level of knowledge.    pj: Things had to come to an end before an original (Aquarius) beginning could proceed.

bish: Things come to an end, as a rule rather than exception, in phases. The New Aeon is no different in this respect. April 4, 1904 didn't mark the sudden end of the Old Aeon and the sudden beginning of the New. But we are still in the early stages of the upswing of the New. It is up to people like those of us on this list to continue that swing before it dies out to ridiculous political differences and notions of some superiority of a degree that just doesn't have anything to do with the promulgation of the Law.    

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.   

bish: You are assuming that these are "opinions" that we are discussing here. The 'facts' are that there is a specific formula and a specific foundation on which this formula is based. You can deny or ignore this if you wish to, but it doesn't change the 'facts' of the matter. And citing 'them' is not what I am doing here. We are discussing a ritual that is as a stated and documented fact to be a specific O.T.O. ritual and nothing more. You are attempting dislocate it into something it isn't. Not the other way around here. If anything, you should defend you particular 'rewrite' of a rite with specific meaning and intent into something that has no relevance to its stated purpose and intent. So far, the best that has been offered amounts to a political difference of opinions, not a formulaic change that is of significant or observable measure. I don't mean to be so harsh, but the bottom line that you don't want to show here that Liber XV is dedicated to a specific purpose and your rewrite is taking on the majority of the script while rewriting merely what you don't like and defeating the whole purpose of the ritual in both regards. If you want to progress past that, then it is necessary to remove such elements that are part of that purpose. But trying to label it as a continuation of Liber XV is misleading and inappropriate. Your rewrite is both in consideration to the to rite itself. 

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: And in this, you will continue to mislead your own students as to the meaning behind the specifics within Crowley's corpus. It is absolutely absurd to think that any Thelemite would ignore Crowley. And I will make bets, if I could live that long, that in 2402EV Thelemites will still be utilizing Crowley even if Thelema has progressed enough to recognize its second prophet and the O.T.O. is a nice history lesson for the young. In order to understand some of Crowley's more elusive comments, it is necessary to understand the times and foundation on which he was operating. If you deny your students the proper history, terminology and definitions, they will continue to think that your ability to redfine what he actually meant is correct when it is not; plain and simple and documented if one takes the time to actually do the research on it. As for not caring what Crowley thought the 'Egg' meant, this is why it leads you to feel that such a rewrite as the ritual presented is correct within the paradigm you have created for your students -- and it is within your paradigm, but that isn't the correct exposition of Liber XV from the perspective of the author nor is it proper to mislead students in such a manner, IMO. If you are going to move on from Crowley, it is wise to in the least understand what he was trying to say before expounding on it.  

bish  [originally] : 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: Well, maybe not within the AMHR, but certainly within biology seen from the view of this paradigm and the symbolism contained therein. If you remember, this whole discussion before even this thread was prefaced with the fact that we are looking at this (for me) from a specific paradigm that still adheres to modern biology. You just have to understand the blinds that are in place -- part of what I am attempting to remove here in these conversations. It would seem, so far, that you continue to be blinded by them and merely want to change their definitions rather than understand them and elucidate on them to a better understanding. I continue to refer you to the symbolism of the 'Egg' within Atu IX to understand my point, most specifically in the upper left quadrant of the card. This is identical in meaning as to the form shown in the same card but in the lower left quadrant of the card.  

bish  [originally] : 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 [The Lion Gate].  

bish:  http://www.kindredx.net/pages/thelema/archive.htm 

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: This isn't about what O.T.O. thinks, but what Crowley actually wrote.  The rest is too politically motivated for me to comment on.  

Be well. 

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net  

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

 corrections:   of the Sword and Disc and as delineated clearly in the Oasis Degree   of the Sword and Disc and as delineated clearly in the Oasis Degrees   The greater Mysteries (those of the IXº)  The greater Mysteries (those of the IXº and found explicitly in Liber XV)     My bad. That's what I get for proofing my emails after being up most of the night. 
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 bishop wrote:     

pj [original comment]:  I emphatically disagree here.  I can read the ritual on an entirely different plane than anything connected to the OTO.      

bish: You can but why would you want to? I mean, it isn't labeled "O.T.O. Gnostic Mass" for nothing. It's not just a convenient phrase to overlook when one decides it isn't convenient to one's purpose. It is there for a reason and more than just some "control" issue. I thought we had already established this from previous threads.    

pj:  I have no interest in the OTO, that's basically why I would want to read the ritual on an entirely different plane.  I have no control issues that I know of and don't see what that has to do with my rewrite of the Mass.  I have a genuine interest in the Gnostic Mass from that other plane.  So does Kenneth Grant and I learned a lot from his writings in that regard.  The OTO served as a vehicle to bridge the gap between the Piscean and Aquarian Ages...and perhaps, the Caliphate does as well, though I doubt it.  Once you're in the Aquarian Egregore (having lost your Christist detente), there's simply no need for the OTO nor any of its formulas or organized off-shoots.  And the OTO/Gnostic Mass can be (should someone like me, want to do so) removed from its original quarters and dressed in new clothes.  I really don't understand why this is such a difficult concept for me to get across to you.   

pj: 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:  I used to do this with Liber XV. I had it broken down ecclesiastically, qabalistically and through a bowl of fruit loops. Then I realized that it was worthless to do so since it wasn't designed to be viewed any other way than how the author intended it. It is specific. It is focused. It has a purpose. What you seem to be trying to do is change that purpose, focus and the specifics of what it is all about. That's great for doing something else, but why would you try to attain to some other purpose and call it the same thing is beyond me. One, that's massively unoriginal and, two, Liber XV is something in less need of updating than this particular 'rewrite.' Again, if you are going for something new, call it something new. But this is a far cry from the intent of Liber XV and, IMO, very misleading to those you teach or with whom you discuss when they want to understand just what Liber XV or the "O.T.O. Gnostic Mass" is all about. These aren't remotely connected except in the depth of intent except by direct quotes of the original which seem misplaced and misused for the purpose of the original. If you are going to have a "Thelemic Gnostic Mass," I submit that there will be very little of the intent to show the Order's IXº -- even updated for a modern time -- within it.     

pj:  It's a 'Gnostic Mass' 'Liber XV-II' (note:  not 'Liber XV'), adapted from the original OTO rite for the GCL and member churches of the AMHR.  And I am trying to do something else with it...something entirely Aquarian.  I don't know how much morebish: And in this, you will continue to mislead your own students as to the meaning behind the specifics within Crowley's corpus. It is absolutely absurd to think that any Thelemite would ignore Crowley. And I will make bets, if I could live that long, that in 2402EV Thelemites will still be utilizing Crowley even if Thelema has progressed enough to recognize its second prophet and the O.T.O. is a nice history lesson for the young. In order to understand some of Crowley's more elusive comments, it is necessary to understand the times and foundation on which he was operating. If you deny your students the proper history, terminology and definitions, they will continue to think that your ability to redfine what he actually meant is correct when it is not; plain and simple and documented if one takes the time to actually do the research on it. As for not caring what Crowley thought the 'Egg' meant, this is why it leads you to feel that such a rewrite as the ritual presented is correct within the paradigm you have created for your students -- and it is within your paradigm, but that isn't the correct exposition of Liber XV from the perspective of the author nor is it proper to mislead students in such a manner, IMO. If you are going to move on from Crowley, it is wise to in the least understand what he was trying to say before expounding on it.  

pj:  You can throw in all the ad hominem that you like, misdirect from my points as you need to, and I just can't be provoked by this.  I would suggest however, that you're opinions are entirely absolutist and I'm coming from a relativist perspective. 

bish  [originally] : 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: Well, maybe not within the AMHR, but certainly within biology seen from the view of this paradigm and the symbolism contained therein. If you remember, this whole discussion before even this thread was prefaced with the fact that we are looking at this (for me) from a specific paradigm that still adheres to modern biology. You just have to understand the blinds that are in place -- part of what I am attempting to remove here in these conversations. It would seem, so far, that you continue to be blinded by them and merely want to change their definitions rather than understand them and elucidate on them to a better understanding. I continue to refer you to the symbolism of the 'Egg' within Atu IX to understand my point, most specifically in the upper left quadrant of the card. This is identical in meaning as to the form shown in the same card but in the lower left quadrant of the card.  

pj:  No...biologically it takes an egg and a sperm...otherwise, no baby.  It's really that simple.  If you have something else to state plainly, state it.  Your hints are too vague. 

pj [original comment]:  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: This isn't about what O.T.O. thinks, but what Crowley actually wrote.  

pj:  What Crowley wrote is what Crowley wrote...what I write is what I write.  And what Grant, Achad, Russell and Motta have done is to take Thelema well beyond Crowley.  I don't rely on any of their authority...it's a logical fallacy in this discussion.  (Cf. Logical Fallacies Index). 
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Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law.

 pj:  I guess the one thing that I don't like is in calling this the lesser mysteries.     

bish: To me, I think at least, a mystery is a mystery is a mystery. I won't try to say for sure, since it was never quite explained to me fully, but it is my impression that the Greater/Lesser dichotomy is not so much about which is better or worse, but about focus. The Order is focused on the Greater Mysteries (Hermit Triad). However, in order to do that, there has to be an initiation process of the Lesser Mysteries (Man of Earth Triad). The concept of the Greater Mysteries is found within the Lesser, i.e., by examining the physical process (Lesser) we can understand the spiritual/magical process (Greater). Within the IIº, presented in veiled form, is the process of creating the Elixir of Life. It hasn't been necessary yet for me to go into length on this in my own research, but personal issues in my life have made me decide to reexamine it closely in the near future. My problem is that my IIº initiation was massively fucked up and I have never considered it important enough to examine at depth since the whole Lovers Triad is an exposition of the IIº. I just have to reconsider that in light of other circumstances in my life now. But I digress.     

pj: But your ideas on the Sword and the Disc are profound and quite insightful .   bish: I don't exactly know how accurate they are, but once I reach the point of examining these mysteries in more depth, I hope to find that my intuition plays out as closely as they have in some of the Lance and Cup details. I do a lot of formulating of ideas and theories before I hit up a mentor and it has always surprised me when I find that I can see the symbolism since I am just not really fond of number games or symbolism puzzles. But for some reason, Liber XV is a very big draw to me and I have pursued it like nothing else. 

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop
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The egalitarian nature of the Gnostic Mass binds a community together.  It's such a powerful rite on that level.  Everybody participates at some level and the regular production of it makes it very social.  Unlike all other orders, which usually only come together for an initiation or perhaps an Equinox celebration, the Caliphate has just that something more.  This I feel explains their enormous growth in such a short time.  And it says something about the power of their persistent attraction, even when the politics run afoul.  

The communal ties bring the members of the order into one's regular social circle.  This speaks volumes for the power of the mass and a whole different level upon which to examine it.  For me also, the very first mass I saw was numinous for me.  I remain enthralled by it.  When we finally get our production going here in NJ, it will be a time of great joy.  
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pj: 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.     

bish: Umm, Paul? The statement was, in essence, that salmon don't just float downstream to mate. They don't. They swim upstream to mate. But I think in the end here, we are agreeing as to the point.   

pj: 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.   

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: 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. 

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: 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.   

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.  

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: 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.    

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. 

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

 After much thought and meditation, I have decided to continue with this series. I make every attempt not to second guess individuals, but fall prey to it now and again. I do apologize if I seem a little on edge. I won't make excuses for it, but I will apologize for it.    

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: I have received them, but as promised my mouth was shut and my eyes open. I will but comment in passing that I do understand your position quite clearly and much more to the point than before.    

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: It was upon this that I needed to contemplate for a while. I think that maybe there will be benefit for us both to go through my Notes in order to better clarify my own points for my readership and examine an older (Old?) aeon Rite from an insider's view for your readership.     

pj: Entirely assumptive on your part...    

bish: Yes. It was.    

pj: I would be very eager for your clarifications of the original...you keep evading them under either adherence to your oaths     

bish: When we reach the point of evading, trust me, you'l

know it. ;))   

pj: 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.      

bish: Crowley did not originate the Sanctuary, that is true. However, I don't think that the current politics of the Order are in question here, but the intent of the Sanctuary under Crowley when he wrote Liber XV. I will be the first to suggest that we are rapidly heading for a day when I will write of the O.T.O. much as I do of the Freemasons today -- "old men running around in funny hats doing that which they understand even less."   

pj: 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.    bish: And even if I did, I would not purport to belong to it anyway as it would be within my responsibility to merely show a light on the hill for the guidance of those who seek that particular hill.    

pj: At one point, I even believe you stated that MITP was nothing but a work to explain the mysteries of the OTO.     

bish: At one point, I submitted that Liber ABA was a virtual textbook on Liber XV. I did not discount that it was more than that. In fact, I did say that there was a reason for Crowley's intention behind every book in his reading list which was, in fact, designed to understand what he considered to be the "Supreme Secret," rather than merely the 'Mystery' of the Sanctuary of the Gnosis. I have offered a hypothesis which suggests that they are not one in the same, but that one leads to the other from the IXº to the Xº based on the existent notes, papers and rituals that are available to the general public. I haven't based too much of my own work on 'secret' degrees that I have not taken. It wasn't my design to preach to the choir, but open up the door for those who don't need such a path to understand. They merely need a light on the hill. ;)   

pj: I have in the past looked at the mass from the OTO perspect

to their initiatory grades...if I am wrong about this, show me where.  But you can't, you have oaths.      

bish: Oh, but I can, and I will as we go along. I am merely forbidden from quoting certain things that may or may not be within those 'secret ritual books' at all. That doesn't hinder me from discussing what I feel is relevant to this thread in the least. What you merely overlook (and I take seriously to heart) is Crowley's own words in these regards: "The Brethren are bound to secrecy only with regard to the nature of the rituals of our Order, and to our words, signs, etc. The general principles of the Order may be fully explained, so far as they are understood below the VIº; as it is written, 'The ordeals I write not: the rituals shall be half known and half concealed: the Law is for all.' It is to be observed that punctual performance of these duties, so that the report thereof is noised abroad and the fame of it cometh even unto the Throne of the Supreme and Holy King himself, will weigh heavily in the scale when it comes to be a question of the high 

advancement of a Brother in the Order." I merely go one step further since Crowley is dead and we are headed, IMO, for another recession of understanding within the Order.    

pj: And then you reference the secrets to support your arguments, but can't tell me what the secrets are that you're referencing.    

bish: If and when we ever get to referencing things that cannot be dealt with because of oaths, I will pull out Crowley directly and use him. It's all in black and white in Liber ABA. But I don't see that day coming at all.    

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.     

bish: Oh, no. You read it right. I do have a passion for the Order. I do have a passion for its mysteries. I merely do not have a passion for its secrecy. So I turn to forums l this to discuss in general principles that which many don't want to deal with in open and in disregard for Crowley's own intent as I read it and just quoted from one source. Crowley talked and wrote all the time about these Mysteries. He kept his secrets, but he discussed openly the mysteries. Why isn't everyone doing this? I don't know. I don't care. Many are caught up in the politics of them vs. the Order or the Order copyrights issue or any number of other things that are worthless to me.    With this I will continue on from here. 

Love is the law, love under will.

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

> I've made a deep study of both the Gnostic Mass and the IXth Degree. As well, a thorough study of the XIth, which I believe I have proven

> to be not a homosexual degree but something altogether different and

> heterosexual...yet not anal.

I would have to respectfully disagree with some of this concerning the XIo. And undoubtedly, so would Crowley. Since the XIo predates his involvement with O.T.O., his formulation of the degree into the Order was more of a power trip over Ruess than anything else. His later, almost exclusive, use of the XIo and subsequent realization that it was a more powerful form of magick than the IXo correlates to some of the aspects of the degree formula mapped out on the Tree of Life and the fertilization of the earth rather than of the spirit -- to put it in an oversimplistic manner.

> However, I don't see the correlation between

> the Gnostic Mass and the Minerval initiation. And I would love

> to see their relation if you have such an outline.

Despite my openness in some things, I have to honor my oaths in others. I can say that observing the movement of the candidate throughout the *entire* ritual (and the banquet is considered part of the ritual) is of importance when looking at the formula. Then relate that movement to the formula as presented in the Mass. One is a microscopic view. The other is a macroscopic view. But the formula remains the same. As the Light infuses the Dove and descends into the Chalice, so too does this occur in both the Mass and the Minerval ritual.

> Further, I do believe the Masonic form of Initiation to be

> entirely outmoded at this point. Organized structures should begin to be created that are entirely of the new aeonic energy. Yes, Crowley's OTO was the first to accept the new aeon...the first of the old aeon; and perhaps the only of the old aeon. But new aeon based structures should be fitted.

I would agree with this statement entirely -- even considering my

involvement with O.T.O. The difficulty lies in the overemphasis in the

Thelemic community on subjectivity concerning the Law and what constitutes 'thelemic.' Too many people are looking still for the rebellion of the Law rather than the reconciliation of the Law. The end result is tragedies such as UR-OTO and others like them.

> Kenneth Grant and I believe (blushing) myself have made attempts in that regard. Whether or not they are well-suited and successful is another matter altogether.

You will forgive my ignorance of your attempt at such. More oversight than intent. However, I do think that anytime one infuses an initiatory current with science fiction/horror novel material, there is something that should be considered anomalous. I've seen this happen within at least one Wiccan tradition, and while going strong, their initiates are a bit, umm, 'off' in more than one way.

> But in both cases, and in the case of the original OTO

> Initiations, I do believe that there is something going on in the Minerval Degree and only in the Minerval Degree that is not being covered in anyone else's new designs, including my own. So for that matter, this degree remains unique.

"The succession to the high office of O.H.O. is decided in a manner not here to be declared; but this you may learn, O Brother Magician, that he may be chosen even from the grade of a Minerval. And herein lieth a most sacred Mystery" -- Liber CXCIV

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop
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 bishop wrote:   This is on top of the fact that the feminine ejaculatory fluids have yet to be proven to be beyond much more than chemically altered urine in the first place (though significantly different than urine, so your point is also well taken). So this conclusion is somewhat suspect from a more objective point of view.    

pj:  Where did you get that idea from?  The female genitalia has its own glandular system, separate from the bladder.  And there is no connection from the bladder to this system.  It would be like saying the pituitary and hypothalmus glands are a part of the excretory system.   

bish: <snip> But then, this particular aspect of your own analysis still relies on the IHVH formula to examine the Mass where more recent studies of those these days tend to go more with the IAO formula as the key to Liber XV and ignore the IVHV or place it as a subplot, so to speak, of the whole. Even my own section of the Officers is out of date already because of these advances and I am working to correct that before posting here.    

pj:  I would suggest that the formula of IAO is contained within the formula of IHVH...or at least on a par.  There is the division of the circle by three and by four.   

pj [original comment]:  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.      

bish: You are very right, but only from a perspective. We aren't dealing with this paradigm first year Thelema students to climb the mountain just a little to test that it's a mountain. From the top of the mountain, you cannot see the mountain.    

pj:  I disagree here...and completely.  The very symbolism of the Goat and Capricorn is the climbing of the mountain.  And Capricorn is the coming Age of Truth in this 9th Manifestation of Sagittarius.  When you climb the mountain, you gain the whole view, the mountain itself and the rest of the planet.  If you can't tell it's a mountain at it's base, you are really blind...even worse if you can't tell it's a mountain while climbing it...yet even worse if at the summit, still you can't see the mountain AND the rest of the Earth as well as the Starry Sky.  Further, I'd add that if at that point you remain blind...well...here we have the perfect mythos of the Black Brother.   

bishop:   We are not ignoring the Earth. We are celebrating it in its glory in the light of the Sun. The moon is a reflective celestial body. It gives off no light of its own, and then only by virtue of the Sun. The Earth is that space between in which we exist between these two forces of our solar system; both active and passive after their own natures. And once again we see the constant beauty of Liber XV in bringing both of these aspects to light in its enactment.    

pj:  The Moon gives off no light at all...it is the polar opposite of the Sun, the N.O.X. to the L.V.X.  It absorbs the light of the Sun...it is a blindness to think that it the reflected light that we are seeing comes from the Moon...it comes from the Sun.  The Moon is absorbing...it's N.O.X. is a light (or anti-light) unto itself and has its own virtue...equal or equivalent to the Sun.  From the Moon comes 'form'; it is of the body as the Sun is of the Soul.  The light that the Moon seems to give off is as the light that the body gives off...the aura...that light which is overflowing and can not be absorbed by the body, which is already satiated with that light.  We then can see that the electro-chemical matter is the true

an expression of this that is out-of-sync with this true body.  It's as if there's a bit of a parallel universe vibrating to 365 degrees (an imperfect circle) when the true body is 360 degrees (the perfection of matter).   

bish: I would again agree with you here. Except that the Earth is not Nuit but more appropriately Babalon. The Sun does need the vast expanse of Space just as Hadit needs Nuit. But the next step down is Baphomet and Babalon, and one step down again is the Scarlet Woman and the Beast. However, these concepts postdate the formula found in Liber XV and bear only superficial resemblance therein. But I digress from the point of this thread.   

pj:  Yes, the Earth is not Nuit, I never meant to imply that.  The Earth is as you say, Babalon, complement of the Beast.  I would disagree with her being associated with Baphomet.  Babalon is astride the Beast.  Baphomet is a composite character of both genders.  The Scarlet Woman is mother of the Magickal Childe.   

pj [original comment]:  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. 

bish: Not sure how you arrive at that conclusion. Medical science tells us otherwise. "When fertilization does not occur, the corpus luteum degenerates to a form called the corpus albicans (Latin for "white body"), and estrogen and progesterone levels drop. Finally, the endometrial lining sloughs off and is shed during menstruation." [Well-Connected Report: Menstrual Disorders. September 1998] Unused, the uterine lining dies in order to make way for new cellular life. This may be a bit more dramatic manner of expressing it, but it certainly isn't far from the truth either. Though I have to admit that I didn't know the t gives me some room for thought in a different angle of attack on my research into the feminine mysteries. (yeah, yeah, I know. I'm a man. LOL!) But to return from my tangent, the sperm has been shown to issue from the penis in a "live" state and to remain as such for 48-72 hours. The ova only remains viable for 12-24 hours before "dying."  And this is then eliminated as waste during the luteal phase of menstruation.    

pj:  The uterine lining is not dying, nor is the blood that it holds, it is merely disconnecting and being discharged.  That blood is as vital when first issuing from the womb as the semen when first issuing from the vagina.  In both cases, they are merely cut off from their original sources...and will die if not properly conducted.  Contained in that blood is all the nutrition that was originally intended for the child to be conceived.  The LH may be said to die (if you like) when it is transformed into the corpus albicans, but the LH is not the blood.  This is the flaw in your line of thought here.   

pj [original comment]:  Indeed, if we consider the mouth of the penis as a womb,     bish: If we did, true. But I have yet to see any parallel to this in any text outside of your own. Maybe that's just my limited scholarship and previous focus on more of a homosexual aspect of sexual magick in the past. But I would at least speculate that there might be some serious disagreement with this among a large number of individuals who delve into sexual magick research on a regular basis. But again, that's speculation on my part.   

pj:  Research some websites on Tantra, where this is discussed...also read Grant.   And enjoy your nap...I'll look forward to seeing your 3-D altar project.  :-) 
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