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

> HM C Call me crazy but all the Gnostic material I have ever

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

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

> Now then why would the alter be feminine?

Thelemic Gnosticism, as I see it, necessarily includes the feminine in

addition to the masculine both within the process and the result, even if only on a metaphoric level to each gender.

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

> Just asking if you all had considered this

I had, actually. Most superaltars are straight across the back of the altar proper. I find this to be outside the requirements, as I see them, for temple furnishings that are necessary to balance the whole rite that is seen within the Officers but rarely (in practice) in the furnishings themselves. Many people continue to see this as a linear rite (and it is to a large extent) and miss both the cyclic nature of the rite as well as the feminine qualities of the temple space itself. Hence my modification and my vision of the superalter in accordance with my own hypothesis as stated in the original notes (with added references):

"The super-altar is that which is placed over the 'sarcophagus' and holds the emblems of our Working. It could be seen as the 'adorative altar' (Cf. VIIo, O.T.O.) as opposed to the working altar (Cf. VIIIo, O.T.O.). It is the Gate of Heaven above the Summit of the Earth. It is Nuit above Hadit, the Beauteous One to the Prophet, and Babalon riding the Beast. Other than the specific emblems that are mentioned to be placed upon the super-altar, there is no actual instruction on how it should be designed. It is my contention that the super-altar represents the super-natural in the sense that it is inclusive of the spiritual realms rather than merely the physical realms that are seen by the altar alone. In this, it is a matrix of the entire Working that is accomplished in _Liber XV_. It should be designed, in my

opinion, with this matrix, or butterfly net (Cf. Moodchild by Crowley and, subsequently both in combination, the IXo), in mind and contain such a principle of 'catching' as is appropriate to work in harmony with the 'map' that the whole represents."

Notice that I contradicted myself in an earlier post concerning the Beast and Babalon. LOL! I am truly not without error in my own mind. In any case, it is the feminine that 'catches' and performs the alchemical change necessary for the manifestation of the Light to birthed, consumed or whatnot. Just my two cents on the subject.

Love is the law, love under will.
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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  

Hi bishop,  
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 bishop wrote:  

The PRIEST.  

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

pj:  I'm not following you here...what do you mean when you say that the Priest is the only role that is not already prepared for service? 

bishop:  

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

pj:  Insightful, I agree with you here and have said as much in some of my own writings on the mass.  Note also, that if you study the GD hexagram ritual, IHVH is converted into INRI and reduced to IAO.  So your speculation seems well-founded.  

bishop:  

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

pj:  As you've stated before, this is so very often either overlooked or not seen at all when people examine the mass.  But the very scene created with her sitting on the altar is so obvious...perhaps just too obvious, which causes it to escape notice.  

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

pj:  Again, insightful, this is the way I've come to see this.

Should be actually Virgo Intacta  

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

or specially dedicated to the service of the Great Order.  

pj:  Intacta does not mean untouched...it means whole and complete as Virgo means maiden or one available for marriage.  Crowley shows a deceptive wit here when he uses this phrase.  Virgo Intacta is the perfected whole woman...in other words, not subserviant to the male, but with the full power over oneself as that which is also akin to the male.  Yet, from an old-aeonic standpoint, the assumption is just the opposite, which is where the clever deception lies.  The patriarchal idea that a woman is only perfect when virginal and chaste is completely anethema to Thelema, which is detailed in Liber AL.  

bishop:  

She bears the Sword  

Reason. The analytical function of the Mind.  

pj:  In the traditional weaponry of one's personal temple and of the four elements, the Sword is a weapon of the mind...but really as Crowley notes in MITP, the dagger will do for the sword has another function.  In the mass she says, "By the power of Iron, I say unto thee...arise", this clearly indicates the sword as a weapon of Mars, of which Iron is the Alchemical metal.  Mars and Pluto are symbols of energy and power.  She is energizing the Priest by her power.  My speculation on this has been to say that it is the Priestess that controls the male erection, both its firmness (power) and its nature (energy).  And what I mean by nature would be the particular purpose of the mass and the particular nature of the Magickal Childe to be generated.

bishop:  

from a red girdle,  

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

pj:  As even Crowley says, and quoting Brahm Stoker's 'Dracula', "The blood is the life."  But I don't think the purpose here has anything to do with nurturing the bloodline of initiates.  Rather, that the blood of the Priestess is integral to this rite.

bishop: 

and the Paten  

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

pj:  There are various ways to make the paten according to Liber AL, one of them uses menstrual blood, another semen and even both already conjoined may be used.  With this in mind, the paten is much more than the mere transport of hosts and has really nothing to do with any "inert" semen...the "droppings of the host of heaven" is not "inert", but light itself. 

bishop: 

The DEACON.  

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

pj:  Are you saying that the role of Deacon can only be performed by a male.  I would disagree here.  The pivotal position of Tiphareth is itself a union of male and female.  As per the Wake World, the marriage of Lola and her Fairy Prince...the lower reflection of the union of opposites that is the Great Work in crossing the Abyss.  The Deacon connects that which is below (the congregation) with that which is above (the Priest and Priestess on the Altar).  As well, the Deacon is the principal operator of the ceremony as it is the Deacon that determines the nature of the mass and performs the necessary invocations in that regard...particularly the Collects.  It is the Deacon that conducts the energy of the Gnostic Saints through the Priest and into the Cup as well. 
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pj

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

 pj:  I'm not following you here...what do you mean when you say that the Priest is the only role that is not already prepared for service?  

   bish: 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.    Within Liber XV proper, however, the Priest is the one that is raised by the Priestess and sustained, at one point, by the Deacon. The Deacon arrives first without any necessary pomp and circumstance. Likewise, the Priestess arrives and marks her presence with an acknowledgement of her equal standing with the Deacon. The Priest, then, must be raised by the Priestess and then must show his ability to perform basic magick, i.e., the mark of mastery, before he can continue on with the rest of the operation. He begins as a candidate for the position and ends as the third initiate of the working.  

pj:  Intacta does not mean untouched...it means whole and complete    

bish: Not in my Latin dictionary.  

pj: as Virgo means maiden or one available for marriage.  

bish: I would agree and think that it shows a considerable point to the Mystical Marriage that is taking place. This isn't about sexuality or virginal or chastity (except in the VIIº sense), but about availability. I'm sorry if I think that the attempt to have a marriage with a woman who isn't available for a marriage is something of note. ;))  

pj: She is energizing the Priest by her power.  My speculation on this has been to say that it is the Priestess that controls the male erection, both its firmness (power) and its nature (energy).  And what I mean by nature would be the particular purpose of the mass and the particular nature of the Magickal Childe to be generated.    

bish: I think this is self evident in the Rite and overlooked by many who would prefer to see Liber XV as misogynic. The Priest cannot function at all except by the ability of the Priestess in the first place. It isn't the Deacon that brings him up to par, no pun intended. ;) 

pj:  As even Crowley says, and quoting Brahm Stoker's 'Dracula', "The blood is the life."  But I don't think the purpose here has anything to do with nurturing the bloodline of initiates.  Rather, that the blood of the Priestess is integral to this rite.  

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:  There are various ways to make the paten according to Liber AL, one of them uses menstrual blood, another semen and even both already conjoined may be used.  With this in mind, the paten is much more than the mere transport of hosts and has really nothing to do with any "inert" semen...the "droppings of the host of heaven" is not "inert", but light itself.  

bish: I think you mean the 'Hosts' here, but maybe I am wrong.  

pj:  Are you saying that the role of Deacon can only be performed by a male. I would disagree here. The pivotal position of Tiphareth is itself a union of male and female.   

bish: I have a sense of revision here in this stance, but I am still exploring some of it. Even Crowley says in some of his private letters that the Deacon can be female. In this, despite my reliance on the author for the validity of my arguments, I have to wonder about certain aspects of the Deacon function that would require that it be male. But this isn't set in stone. Also, as a matter of just record and history, I was heavily involved in my XIº research at the time. There is some of that bias in the rest of the work that I am working slowly to recorrect. As I started all this out with the disclaimer of being able to disagree with myself. :) 

pj: As well, the Deacon is the principal operator of the ceremony as it is the Deacon that determines the nature of the mass and performs the necessary invocations in that regard...particularly the Collects. It is the Deacon that conducts the energy of the Gnostic Saints through the Priest and into the Cup as well.  

bish: This is the very argument that I used for determining that the Deacon necessarily be male.  Thus we have a part of the XIº Mystery found within Liber XV. There is still some question as to the ability of women as initiators within the XIº, but I assume the Order has that all figured out, of course. ~gag~ Oops. Anyway, 

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop
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 bishop wrote:     

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 value your friendship, and admire the passion you're putting into this.  And I'm truly appreciative of what you've said here.  Note, please regain your composure and use that as a way to focus your passion.  When you accuse me of misleading my students, you are using your emotions to intellectualize with.  When you are appealing to Crowley's writings as authoritative, you are not making your own argument...but deploying a logical fallacy.  When you take things I say, out of context and respond to something other than what I wrote, you are misdirecting...another fallacy.  I believe we had a thread on absolutist vs. relativistic thinking...I would suggest that you go back and re-read it.  Again, I value your friendship and feel we have a lot to teach each other.  I am always open to learning...never open to having something force fed.     

pj [original comment]:  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 deep

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:  This is absolutist thinking and an indirect appeal to authority...I'll quote:  The "O.T.O. Gnostic Mass," also known as Liber XV, cannot be read from any other perspective than that which it was intended.    

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.    

pj:  It matters not to me what they call their rite.  And there is a major political dimension to all of this that especially if you're going to be absolutist in your approach, you need to consider and be willing to discuss.  But you are not.  So you have even less ground for you appeal to authority.     

pj [original comment]: I have a genuine interest in the Gnostic Mass 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:  Again, this is absolutist...I would suggest that you try to show some flexibility in your thinking and begin to see it from my perspective for the sake of discussion.  Your intolerance here is but a natural progression from your absolu choose not to address, the OTO is defunct...what the Caliphate does is another matter, they are not defunct.   

pj [original comment]: 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:  Listen to yourself here...this is absolutism.  There's no tolerance for any redress here.  What you're tyring to get me to do here in order to satisfy your insatiability, is to rename the mass "The NON-OTO Gnostic Mass", you're approaching absurdism.  I don't mean to sound so harsh, myself, but you really do need to lighten up on this...there are shades of gray especially due to the political nature of some of this...but more importantly, it doesn't matter what Crowley stated that he intended...he never wrote on one single plane...always layers of meanings and ideas within ideas.  And to determine that you know what Crowley's intent was is sheer sophistry.   

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:  This is simply mis-direction, a logical fallacy...the AMHR doesn't have Reuss' or Crowley's intent as expressed be a recomposed sanctuary that was invented by the Caliphate.  Crowley's and Reuss' intent are outside the consideration of XV-II, which is after something entirely different.  XV-II doesn't want to go to Aeosupus Island to jerk-off, consume and find radiant energy.  If you want an appeal to authority, Crowley himself wrote in his 'Confessions' that the formula was experimental in nature...there was no hard science to back anything up.  To say that there is some absolute teaching from the sanctuary, this is the Caliphate sanctuary and their absolute teaching...any appeal to this without revealing what the sanctuary teaching is (in order not to betray oaths that you haven't even taken as you are not in that triad), is pure sophistry.   

pj [original comment]:  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:  Mis-direction and trying to pull at my egoity as you are trying to call me to defend the Aquarian nature of my thinking rather than address what I've stated above.   

pj [original comment]:  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:  I'm only working outside your absolutism and your OTOism.  When you begin to be able to think outside your paradigm, just temporarily and having need to resort to all these fallacies and have a real chance to make the points that you want to make. 

pj [original comment]:  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:  Your veiled references, the fact that I don't know what is the absolutely true nature of the Caliphate sanctuary as they dogmatically proselytize within their own elite degree structure does not weaken my arguments...only yours.  Either come clean and state what this is...or stop making reference to it...this is entirely fallacious on your part.  And all I can see is that you're angry at the title of 'my' mass.  From the compliments you provide on the direction of 'my' rite, this seems to be your only disagreement...and perhaps you also don't like the fact that I don't know what is in 'your' sanctuary. 

pj [original comment]:  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.  

pj:  Misdirection and ad hominem...c'mon! 

93/93 

pj 

Here is the pre-test of the IXº initiation : I figured given the discussion of late, you should all see how serious we take the IXº.  

;)  

1. In the company of females, intercourse should be referred to as: 

A. Lovemaking. 

B. Screwing. 

C. Taking the pigskin bus to tuna town.  

2. You should make love to a woman for the first time only after you've both shared: 

A. Your views about what you expect from a sexual relationship. 

B. Your blood-test results. 

C. Five tequila slammers.  

3. You time your orgasm so that: 

A. Your partner climaxes first. 

B. You both climax simultaneously. 

C. You don't miss ESPN Sports Center.  

4. Passionate, spontaneous sex on the kitchen floor is: 

A. Healthy, creative love-play. 

B. Not the sort of thing your wife/girlfriend would agree to. 

C. Not the sort of thing your wife/girlfriend needs to ever find out about.  

5. Spending the whole night cuddling a woman you've just had sex with is: 

A. The best part of the experience. 

B. The second best part of the experience. 

C. $100 extra.  

6. Your wife/girlfriend says she's gained five pounds in the last month. You tell her that it is: 

A. Of no influence on your affectionate feelings for her. 

B. Not a problem, she can join your gym. 

C. A conservative estimate.  

7. You think today's sensitive, caring man is: 

A. A myth. 

B. An oxymoron. 

C. A moron.  

8. Foreplay is to sex as: 

A. An appetizer is to entree. 

B. Primer is to paint. 

C. A long line is to an amusement park ride.  

9. Which of the following are you most likely to find yourself saying at the end of a relationship? 

A. "I hope we can still be friends." 

B. "I'm not in right now, please leave a message at the beep." 

C. "Welcome to Dumpsville. Population, YOU."  

10. A woman who is uncomfortable watching you masturbate: 

A. Probably needs a little more time before she can cope with that sort of intimacy. 

B. Is uptight and a waste of time. 

C. Shouldn't have sat next to you on the bus in the first place. 

(and now I apologize for sticking a joke on a serious elist ... I couldn't help myself ... I was possessed by PJ ... ) 
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bishop

I: OF THE FURNISHINGS OF THE TEMPLE

The Temple is that in which the whole of the operation takes place. In each movement, person, word, and action enacted in the Temple, we find the symbolism of Liber XV takes on some meaning. In the furnishings of the Temple we see the Universe and its pieces displayed before the participants. The furnishings make up various parts of Liber XV, including but not limited to, the Tree of Life, the altar of sacrifice, the Holy of Holys, and the kingdom of the World.

 Crowley wrote in Liber ABA: 

“The Temple represents the external Universe. The Magician must take it as he finds it, so that it is of no particular shape; yet we find written, Liber VII, vi, 2: "We made us a Temple of stones in the shape of the Universe, even as thou didst wear openly and I concealed." This shape is the Vesica Piscis; but it is only the greatest of the Magicians who can thus fashion the Temple. There may, however, be some choice of rooms; this refers to the power of the Magician to reincarnate in a suitable body.”[1]  [The reference to the Lamen of the Order fits here if you can see why.] 

IN THE EAST, that is, in the direction of Boleskine, which is situated on the South-Eastern shore of Loch Ness in Scotland, two miles east of Foyers, 

At first this seems almost a contradictory statement. “In the East” being given, followed closely by exact directions in the East we should actually be facing. In function, rather than literalness, “in the direction of Boleskine” should be taken to mean that direction in which we find our invisible source of power. As the Sun rises from the East, our Sun literally rises from over Boleskine. It is more of a “Temple East” rather than a literal east. However, since Boleskine is the Kibblah, or Mecca, of Thelema, due considerations should be made to accommodate such direction whenever possible. 

is a shrine or High Altar. 

The focus of the practical work is the High Altar. This is the altar on which the Working is accomplished. It is the Summit of the Earth on which the Priestess eventually will reside. In conjunction with the two pillars it forms a throne on which she sits to preside over the affairs that will happen before her. Seen in the totality of the Temple, this is seen with the super-altar as Binah, the Great Sea. 

Its dimensions should be 7 feet in length, 3 feet in breadth, 44 inches in height. 

One source claims that this is the dimensions of a typical sarcophagus but such a “typical” sarcophagus would have such a variance of sizes. It is also claimed that this is the dimension of the sarcophagus within the King’s Chamber of the Great Pyramid. However, the precise measurement of that sarcophagus is as follows: length 90”, width 38.78509448”, and height 41.25296125”. It is more likely that Crowley used these later dimensions and altered them into a cabalistic enumeration on purpose. 

When one calculates the volume of the altar using the dimensions given by Crowley, one arrives at exactly 77; Oz, the goat, Baphomet. It would seem that eventually the Priestess will be sitting on the Summit of the World and is the flame between the horns of Baphomet , when one takes into consideration the pillars. It is a sign of virility and the foundation of all that is to be accomplished in Liber XV. However, it is also relevant that it is the Priestess who sits on top of the “sarcophagus” rather than kneels before it. For it is certainly from that which is seated upon the altar itself that not only gives life, but also gives death in that same instant.  Seen later, this position is also that of Malkuth on the Tree of Life when then altar and super-altar are viewed as a singular whole. 

It should be covered 

The Mysteries are covered and hidden at all times even when exposed in some form right in front of our eyes. The ability to protect them is seen even in this very simple instruction. Since we are looking at that mysterious and inscrutable principle that issues from the very womb of Nature and is carried down through generation after generation, it is only natural that even we in our Rites will continue to keep them covered and hidden within the Temple. 

with a crimson altar-cloth, 

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. 

on which may be embroidered fleur-de-lys in gold, or a sunblaze, 

The fleur-de-lys is, of course, the lingum/yoni conjoined. The fertile symbolism that it represents is the foundation of the process that is occurring over it on the altar. The sunblaze is merely the representation of the Sun itself which is the prime mover in one form of the operation.  

or other suitable emblem. 

A list of other suitable emblems may be found in De Natura Deorum, the private O.T.O. instruction (not quoted in full here) and is as follows:

   The Fire; an image of Sol, and a fable of the Phallus;

   The Moon; an image of Kteis, only worshipped with Sol in his aspect as an extension of the Phallus;

   The Mountain; reverenced as the home of the Gods, the visible place of the rising of Sol, and as by shape symbolical of the Phallus.  Some mountains are female, from shape or tradition.

   The Ancestor; revered as an incarnation of the Phallus.

   The Yoni or Kteis; revered as the House of the Phallus, and his complement.

   The Snake; revered as giver of Death, and as a symbol of the Spermatozoon. He often has the head of

   The Lion; to indicate the mighty power of the Spermatozoon.

   The Egg; revered as Solar, and in itself as the vehicle of Phallic energy.

   The Eagle; and many other winged creatures; also wings attached to the symbols.

   The Tree; is but the flowering Phallus; 

   The Stars; these being the concourse of the Brethren of the Sun are venerable for the Wise even as He.

On each side of it should be a pillar or obelisk, with countercharges in black and white. 

The standard Masonic charges of Boaz and Jachim. We find the opposing pillars on the Tree of Life here and will find the Middle Pillar in-between in the form of the altar and super-altar (and in a larger form throughout the entire Temple). These balance out the whole dais and will form the “balances” to the “sword” later created by the Priest and Priestess conjoined in their work. The countercharges for a white-in-black and black-in-white, the traditional yin and yang symbolism.

Below it should be the dais of three steps, 

The dais should be the full length foundation upon which the altar sits, the top being the floor of the altar itself. There are multiple interpretations of these steps. However, the simplest is the representation of the three aeons; Isis, Osirus, and Horus. Coming to an understanding of each Aeon and the purpose, beauty, lesson and role of each Aeon in relation to our current Aeon is  vital to a healthy approach to the religious aspects of Liber XV. 

in black and white squares. 

This is one of those pieces that falls within Crowley’s inability to be clear in his stage directions and furniture arrangement. Later we see that the steps are located within the veil but they are also that which the Priest ascends from outside the veil. Either way falls within Crowley’s text of Liber ABA when he says:

Any idea that is thus in itself positive and negative, active and passive, male and female, is fit to exist above the Abyss; any idea not so equilibrated is below the Abyss, contains in itself an unmitigated duality or falsehood, and is to that extent qliphotic.[2]

There are those who would suggest that the alternating black and white squares represent the duality that is seen below the Abyss when placed outside the veil; and this is certainly the method of the majority. However, taken as within the veil, these steps might be acceptable for them to be seen as showing the harmony of the “dark” and “light,” or the absence of duality by perfect unity of opposites that exists above the Abyss. I think that either view falls within the range of acceptable interpretation. 

Above it is the super-altar, 

The super-altar is that which is placed over the “sarcophagus” and holds the emblems of our Working. It could be seen as the “adorative altar” as opposed to the working altar. It is the Gate of Heaven above the Summit of the Earth. It is Nuit above Hadit, the Beauteous One to the Prophet, and Babalon riding the Beast. Other than the specific emblems that are mentioned to be placed upon the super-altar, there is no actual instruction on how it should be designed. It is my contention that the super-altar represents the super-natural in the sense that it is inclusive of the spiritual realms rather than merely the physical realms that are seen by the altar alone. In this, it is a matrix of the entire Working that is accomplished in Liber XV. It should be designed, in my opinion, with this matrix, or butterfly net (Cf. Moodchild by Crowley), in mind and contain such a principle of “catching” as is appropriate to work in harmony with the “map” that the whole represents. 

at whose top is the Stele of Revealing in reproduction, 

The highest point on the super-altar is Kether. The Stele is the single “relic” of the New Aeon. It is the focal point of the energy in an adorative or meditative process. 

This is also the position of the Eye in the Triangle design of the O.T.O. Lamen.  

with four candles on each side of it. 

When the altar and super-altar is seen as a complete Tree of Life in itself, there are eight paths above the Abyss represented here. Of course, the number four provides other symbolism as well; the four worlds, the four elements, the four directions, the fours winds, the four corners of the earth. 

Below the stele is a place for The Book of the Law, 

Seen in the light of the complete Tree of Life, this is the position of Tiphareth, the light of the Sun. It is also the place of the Logos of Chokmah, the Magus. It is the resting place of the Holy Guardian Angel that lights the path in front of us and provides the direction and focus to rise even higher. It is not an active position until the Deacon places The Book of the Law, the Logos, the Holy Guardian Angel into that place and thereby activates the whole. It is the key position that begins the process when the Deacon declares the Word of the Law. 

This is also the position of the Dove design of the O.T.O. Lamen. 

with six candles on each side of it.

Six is the number of the Sun. Around The Book of the Law this is the illumination of the Temple.

Below this again is the Holy Graal, 

Again, seen in the light of the complete Tree of Life, this is Yesod. In the bigger picture it is Binah, the Sea of Chaos and Life, the Cup of Babalon. 

This is also the position of the Graal design of the O.T.O. Lamen.  

with roses on each side of it. 

In a great essay, Frater Thomas D. Worrel of the California College, S.R.I.C.F writes [emphasis mine]:

   The rose (Latin, rosa, in Greek, rhodon) also is a symbol that has a rich and ancient history. And like the cross, it can have paradoxical meanings. It is at once a symbol of purity and a symbol of passion, heavenly perfection and earthly passion; virginity and fertility; death and life. The rose is the flower of the goddess Venus but also the blood of Adonis and of Christ. It is a symbol of transmutation - that of taking food from the earth and transmuting it into the beautiful fragrant rose. The rose garden is a symbol of Paradise. It is the place of the mystic marriage. In ancient Rome, roses were grown in the funerary gardens to symbolize resurrection. The thorns have represented suffering and sacrifice as well as the sins of the Fall from Paradise.

The rose has also been used as a sign of silence and secrecy. The word sub rosa "under the rose" referring to the demand for discretion whenever a rose was hung from the ceiling at a meeting. In the Mysteries roses were sacred to Isis. It is also the flower of her son Harpocrates or younger Horus, the god of silence.[3]

I will allow this quote to stand on its own with an understanding that it provides the symbolism of the roses of the O.T.O. Gnostic Mass in conjunction with that on which they stand in an amazing light of accuracy and depth.

There is room in front of the Cup for the Paten.

Finally, this position seen in the light of the complete Tree of Life, this is Malkuth. In a greater view it might be seen as Da’ath. It is here that the Priestess eventually comes to rest in her position. She is both the Earth in her most basic form as well as the gate of knowledge herself. This is also the intersection of the Paths of the High Priestess (Gimel) and the Empress (Daleth). 

On each side beyond the roses are two great candles.

The two pillars mirrored again. Within all of this there are four pillars and four gates represented between them.

In this final set of candles there are now twenty-two candles on the entire altar and super-altar representing the twenty-two paths of the Tree of Life when all these pieces are viewed as a solitary whole.

All this is enclosed within a great Veil.

The Abyss. It is this which finally hides all from those that have not attained the wisdom to understand the Mysteries performed.

Forming the apex of an equilateral triangle whose base is a line drawn between the pillars, is a small black square altar, of superimposed cubes.

Of this second altar, one might listen carefully again merely to Crowley’s own words, again from Liber ABA:

“The Altar is a double cube, which is a rough way of symbolizing the Great Work; for the doubling of the cube, like the squaring of the circle, was one of the great problems of antiquity. The surface of this Altar is composed of ten squares. The top is Kether, and the bottom Malkuth. The height of the Altar is equal to the height above the ground of the navel of the Magician. The Altar is connected with the Ark of the Covenant, Noah's Ark, the nave ("navis," a ship) of the Church, and many other symbols of antiquity, …“[4]

In this, the second altar mirrors the entire basis of the Work that is occurring on the High Altar. It is also the so-called “fire altar” that is used by the Priest, Priestess, and Deacon in their consecrations. The Deacon stands before this altar having only once attained already to the High Altar and all that it represents. This is also Tiphareth is the larger picture of the Tree of Life that is seen in the Temple as a whole. It is from here that the Deacon, in one form, directs the enactment.

Taking this altar as the middle of the base of a similar and equal triangle, at the apex of this second triangle is a small circular font. 

The font has been mistakenly called the “water altar” at times. But it is not an altar. It is the well from which the Water of Life might be drawn. For it is from the Water that the Priest eventually must pass in order to be fully prepared for his task at the High Altar. This position on the larger Tree of Life is Yesod, the place of the illusion of Life and Death. 

Repeating, the apex of a third triangle is an upright tomb. <o:p></o:p> 

In the final place of Malkuth on the larger Tree of Life, the Priest will emerge when called forth from his resting place in the Valley of Death. The cycle of incarnation that starts here will be seen in Liber XV itself. The dimensions of the tomb are not given in the instructions of Liber XV. However, it is my suggestion that the tomb is the mirror of the altar, that is to say Kether in Malkuth, Malkuth in Kether. If the altar is designed to mimic a sarcophagus, then the tomb is the mirror of that same principle and should be of the same dimensions as the altar turned on end.

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

[2] Crowley. Magick. op.cit.  p. 182.  

[3] http://www.geocities.com/Athens/2092/paper3.htm[3]

[4] Crowley. Magick. op.cit p. 55.
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 bishop wrote:   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:  Thanks for your integrity here...but remember, mystery is the enemy of truth.  I only want the documents kept from others as I'm seeking to publish them.  As far as their contents are concerned...the ideas...these I want discussed openly as I believe the ideas are a benefit for anyone who may be interested in them.   

pj [original comment]: 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:  I'm glad you see this as it's something important to see.  Now, though I feel a certain level of political discussion becomes necessary, there is another level that is entirely counter-productive.  That level is the level of, 'who's the real OTO' and/or 'does the Caliphate have a right to exist'.  This sort of political speculation is simply ridiculous.  But there is another level that I've tried to point out and that is entirely integral to an understanding of certain theoretical threads in Caliphate instruction. 1. All the original members (and probably still to this day, the only members) of the Sanctuary are failed Probationers under Motta.   Though they claim Motta lineage today, a Probationer is not A.'.A.'. ... just a one who is probationi

Crowley was the material appendage of that spiritual order of the A.'.A.'. so that when these failed Probationers betrayed Motta in order to start the Caliphate, they started an abortion.  As further demonstration of this, to this day, the Caliphate relies on the decision of a circuit court judge for its authority and not on the A.'.A.'. 3. This becomes important because it is these men that are the ones creating the theoretical basis for the teachings of the Sanctuary of the Gnosis.  And let me tell you, it's these same men who spent years with the sacrament for the mass being heroin with the mass being celebrated during an old-fashioned orgy. 4. These same men today, as a result of all their "magick", are still practicing misogyny and in this non-Victorian era.  These same men as you know, have created a Crowleanity (including emulation of his drug addiction) that is the antithesis of what Crowley wrote of his own desire for posterity.  From their collective khu comes the ideas that formulate the theoretical basis for their Sanctuary.   As a side-note to this...when Wasserman was teaching me the mass, I can give you this quote that he said to me: "You have to realize that I'm a Jew, I hate the mass."   Another side-note:  Wasserman, Breeze and company spent years in a paramilitary group, camping every weekend in this compound that was teaching them guerilla warfare.  Kent Finne (Tahuti LodgeMaster at the time) told me that their overall plan was to infiltrate the U.S. Congress so that political decisions would be made in accordance with the desires of the Caliph.   [tongue in cheek] And these are the holy men that have formed the theoretical basis for the Sanctuary of the Gnosis.   Final side-note:  When Richard Guernon died of an overdose of heroin, Jim Wasserman joined Alcoholics Anonymous (a Christist front) and wrote in the main newsletter of the Caliphate (The Magickal Link) that AA held a true fraternity with THE A.'.A.'.!  Did the "Jew" become a converted "Christian" and suddenly fall in love with the ma

Guernon...to be in his presence always gave me a queazy feeling that sickened my stomach.  I didn't weep for his death...but hated how they tried to cover it up and spoke pretty loudly in those days.}   Conclusion:  Based on the integrity and credibility of those members of the "Sanctuary of the Gnosis", we have to find the theoretical basis at the very least, suspect.  And this is why the politics are integral to our examination.  The other reason for such suspicion lies in what I said in my previous post concerning Crowley's second-hand/third-hand acquisition of such theories.     

bish: <snip> I merely go one step further since Crowley is dead and we are headed, IMO, for another recession of understanding within the Order.    

pj:  By way of political analysis, they never recovered from the original recession.  Your ideas would be much better served without any relation to the Caliphate.  I would suggest you allow them their own merit based on your analysis and synthesis.  You are far more credible a character than those members that comprise their sanctuary.  It is for this reason that I come at you regarding your enthusiasm for the OTO.  There is a difference between the OTO and the Caliphate.  The OTO died with Crowley, the Caliphate is a hybrid that only pretends to be the OTO.     

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 like 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.    

pj:  Yes, on the political level that most people are at, we

level that I've discussed above...this is integral to the nature of the Caliphate teachings.  As per Crowley, as per my last message, there is another issue, and that is that secondary and tertiary understanding of essentially Hindu principles; though perhaps there are also Taoist teachings inherent therein as well.  But in getting back to your ideas, which again, have their own credibility, you might be wise to consider that what you are gleaning is a synthesis of your study of Crowley's works...not Crowley's "intent"...that's where the merit of your ideas hit a snag.  I recommend that you stop casting your ideas in light of what you perceive as Crowley's intent...and present them as your own insights, where they will have much greater merit. 

93/93 pj

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

 I've been up all night trying to create/render a 3D altar and superaltar with all the trimmings, so I will try to answer this coherently before I take a nap to tackle all this some more. ;))    

pj:   Latin translation of Vesica Piscis:  Urinary bladder of a fish.  My interpretation would be the symbol is suggestive of the Vagina as a symbol of the Universe. But this only works in an old-aeonic sense as the fish is a symbol of the old aeon.  Further, there is an essential misogyny here, considering the vulgar idea that a vagina "smells like fish".  Also, the connection of urine, though an Alchemical material, is somewhat suspect.  Urine is an excretory substance that has no par with genital secretions, though it also contains hormonal substances.    bish:  There is a time when some things are taken a bit too literally as to lose all value in meaning. Hmm ... what to say here. The Vesica Piscis has tremendous significance within the mystical geometry of the past. I think that I typically prefer to associate the actual geometry that is seen, the mandorla (or almond), as more representative of the mystery than the overall symbol. Since the majority of the Vesica Piscis is not seen, but assumed to exist by virtue of what it leaves behind, it relates to the triad of the Mass team which are all present but functioning within relation to the Priest. It also relates the symbolism of the fusion of opposites, the perfect symbol on which all others might be drawn, the Golden Mean and is one of the oldest symbols that pre-dates the Aeon of the Stinky Fish. I think that by limiting it to some perverse joke of the previous Aeon, you are not allowing it's full light (which seems to have transcended all our "aeons") to come through here. Just my opinion, of course. YMMV.    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 

view.    

pj: My next issue is this:  The Priestess as NUIT does not incarnate; Babalon does, however.  NUIT is 'NOT'...is non-manifestation...the veiled sky.  And so in the opening of the Mass, it is Babalon, the Daughter, awakening the eld of the King, who then in turn, seats her on the 'Summit of the Earth' or the throne; she then becomes the Queen who would then re-conjoin with the King to make the next generation, the next Magickal Childe, the Prince, who is Matter with the Princess being Spirit.  Again, note, the Princess is not manifest in an obvious or apparent way...does not incarnate, but is that infusion of light that awakens the eld of the King.    

bish: I don't recall suggesting anything other than this, though without the specifics that haven't been breeched yet since this aspect of the thread deals more with the furnishings than the officers.  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:  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 here. I have to cons

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

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:  The Dove is the semen descending into the Cup, the vagina with its vaginal fluid and also menstrual fluid.  Again, the Vesica Pisces is the Universe represented as a fish (old-aeonic) in the shape of a vagina.  Yes, it is still apropriate to represent the Universe as a vagina.  But the fish symbolism has got to go.  For now the light issues from the vulva of the Priestess as much as from the penis of the Priest.  This was revealed in Liber 418, from which the opening proclamation of the Priestess asserts in Liber XV-II.  In this sense, the Priestess should perhaps in the mass, not only formally pour the wine, but her seed should be placed therein, before the Priest 

his seed in.  That the Priest is still the only one to consume seems essential, as he then again, becomes the PRINCE, rejuvenated, with the Spiritual essence, the electro-magnetism, being the PRINCESS and the stage set for the next mass.  This next mass then becomes a further development of the crystallization of light in the blood.     

bish: I could certainly live with this concept, though I think a further study of the symbolism of the Vesica Piscis is in order.  It's definitely more complex than merely an old aeonic fish symbol. The rest I have no problem with save for the reliance on the IHVH formula, which I am certainly more in sympathy with since I based all my original concepts on it when I started and only began to alter those sympathies in the last six or seven months. Yes, sometimes I am a bit slower to adapt to change than others. I want to ensure the right employment of such change in my work rather than utilize every speculative change to suit the prevailing theory of my peers.   

pj:  No, the blood is not dead, it is merely the descent of the 'Mother'; the descending Spirit with its seed (the expelled ova) to be united with the ascent of the 'Son' (the expelled sperm).  "O heart of my mother, my sister, mine own..."  Liber LXV If the logic is that the blood is dead by issuing from the womb, then it must follow that the semen issuing from the penis is also dead...and this is incorrect.      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 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:  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.   Okay. I am napping. Be back in about an hour. I might find that I just signed away my first born son here, but if so I will correct that later. ;)

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Enlightenment

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

Being perfect( Above Man)

In any case this would correspond to the attainment of Oneness with the 

Father creator (Whose aspects are Father/and sub aspect Wisdom/Sophia) From which all other Aeon and Archon s etc etc are spawned

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

Just for you consideration.

Regard sjohnmoon3717@aol.com

Hi JohnMoon,  
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Of course it is said that the first magick was about healing...that should be much older than the Aeon of Pisces as is all the other magickal endeavors.  Sympathetic magicks were created for hunting and communicating...et al.  

93/93  
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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:  

"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." 

He claims that the cake of light is masculine by translating the word 'life' into a feminine Latin word.  And he claims the wine in the cup is masculine by finding two masculine Latin words to translate the word 'wine' into.  

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.  

93/93  
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 bishop wrote:     

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

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

bish: Wow. This is a whole thread by itself. ;))   

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

bish: "and many another, prophet, priest and king, that bore the Lance and Cup, the Sword and Disk, against the Heathen" (Collect V: The Saints)   The operation that requires the egg of a female, therefore the reference to 'blood' in a more familiar context, is the lesser mysteries of St. John the Baptist -- of the Sword and Disc and as delineated clearly in the Oasis Degree -- and are a continuation of the Original Sin so to speak. The greater Mysteries (those of the IXº) are of the Lance and Cup, and washes away the original sin and admits you to the Garden of Eden itself, which is the Sovereign Sanctuary, where you take your place as a Magister Iesous Xristos (Cf Geheime Symbolem der Rosenkreutzers), or rather Magister IXº. There is, of course, no Original Sin in Thelema, as existence is pure joy. Still the symbolism is Christian hence the references. This is as simple a breakdown on the actual Mysteries as I think I can get at the moment. I hope that helps differentiate the two.   

With these corrections: 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)     

pj:  For me, when I hear that collect, I hear the lance (popagation of the true spiritual current); the cup (the reception of the light of Gnosis); the sword (intellectual refinement); the disk (the garnering of authentic experience...living out the pasttimes of the Universal Mind).  Yes, the Lance and Cup then follow through in the symbology of the Mass...but the collects here, I feel, are not addressing this.  However, I'm willing to contemplate this particular collect in the manner you're presenting it.  But I still don't see the operation here...nor the connection with the Oasis degrees.   Yet, are you saying that the need to propagate the species and the fact that we have the Christist dogma of "original sin" as a necessary pre-requisite was/is the nature of the work of the sword and disc?  So that involving the egg (disc) and the hemoglobin (sword) are the lesser mystery?  If not, I'm not following you.   
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For me, when I hear that collect, I hear the lance (popagation of the true spiritual current); the cup (the reception of the light of Gnosis); the sword (intellectual refinement); the disk (the garnering of authentic experience...living out the pasttimes of the Universal Mind).  Yes, the Lance and Cup then follow through in the symbology of the Mass...but the collects here, I feel, are not addressing this.      bish: Oh, no. I was merely using it as one reference for its usage. Liber XV involves all of the degrees (at least the numbered ones so far as I can tell) in the rubric. Sorry. I wasn't trying to suggest that the Collect itself was presenting these Mysteries directly. I propose that your connection of the Lance and Cup is accurate so far as I can tell from the given pieces. In fact, I like the way you word it better than I do if you don't mind me stealing it for myself. ;))    Insofar as the Sword and Disk is concerned, the Iº has a great deal of symbolism in play with this. I mean, it is obviously in other places, but I think that it is probably most recognizable there. Part of it seems to be the symbolism of the Lesser mystery of St. John the Baptist and the head on the platter, another reference to the Baphomet myth and the impression of the 'idea' to the 'form.' The Iº altar layout, again, mirrors the Lamen of the O.T.O. but expresses something a little different since it is not within the chalice that the light is collected, but upon the disk that it is engraved. Rather than being capable of being poured out, it is set in a material basis, e.g., the ova.    

pj: However, I'm willing to contemplate this particular collect in the manner you're presenting it.  But I still don't see the operation here...nor the connection with the Oasis degrees.    

bish: It's there. I promise. But this is, again, as I said I would be upfront and honest about, something that would constitute going within my oaths to be too explicit.    

pj: Yet, are you saying that the need to propagate the species and the fact that the Christist dogma of "original sin" as a necessary pre-requisite was/is the nature of the work of the sword and disc?  So that involving the egg (disc) and the hemoglobin (sword) are the lesser mystery?  If not, I'm not following you    

bish: Within this Aeon, such symbolism is merely that: convenient on a level to relate certain mysteries that are beyond the specifics of any particular aeon and yet remain within that transitional type of Order that the O.T.O. is -- as you have eloquently already elucidated. Involving the ova and the sperm together is within the perview of the Lesser mystery since there is (apparently -- not confident in this position yet) the creation of a child. Honestly, though, I have not connected the two mysteries yet outside of mirror images of each other. My original research was on the Mysteries of the Sanctuary as I understood them. When there was the tutoring of this and the Lesser mysteries came into play, I was a little shell-shocked and had to recollect my views. I haven't finished that research yet, so I am still speculating a lot when it comes to these. 

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net 

Hi bishop,  
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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.  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.  

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.  

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.  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.  

There is something also quite interesting that is happening in the First Grade of SOTO and identically in the Second Grade of HOOR that is also unique...but not nearly as fascinating as the Minerval, though a nice compliment to it.  Still, both fail in regards to their Masonic nature (and I say this being a Master Mason) as Masonry itself is a failed current.  It is only Rosicrucianism that has maintained its integrity, AMORC aside.  

So again, I'll look forward to your expounding on the Gnostic Mass.  

93/93  
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 pj: Note also that at this time during the mass, the Priestess is fully robed.    

bish: Outside of the fact that these are just dimensional perspectves, I think I disagree with you here. lol. Then, I guess it depends on what you mean by fully robed. Crowley's instructions are that the Priest issues from the tomb in all white. Not that I would ever dispute Crowley (uht uh, not me), but I still kinda prefer to see the Priest come from the tomb naked. Then again, I'm a exhibitionist (and fair skinned to the point of ghost-like. LOL) and that's a whole different subject line. I digress again. ;)) In any case, no, I haven't made the ritual weapons yet, but this would be indicative of the point where the Priest has come from the tomb and has just finished the line, "I am a man among men." I chose this point for the perspective render since it deploys the team in a line as such to make it easy on the eye when looking at how the proportions worked out.   Just miscelanous FYI detail stuff here.  I already had to reduce the size of the dais to accomodate the first equiladeral triangle for the altar of incense. Based on the tips of the obelisks as the base points of the triangle, it is 10.3 feet each side with an altitude (or each distance between High Altar, Altar of Incense, Font and Tomb) being 8.92 feet. This ain't a small space. LOL! The three sets of triangles also make up two full Vesica Piscis in design. Well, sorta, but in any case I would be willing to bet Crowley never saw that in the geometric design of the Rite. Look at the enclosed render study. These aren't curved, but I think you can see the point anyway. This tends to support my theory that the font and the altar are respectively the womb of material life, i.e., that of water (born of water), and the womb of spiritual life, i.e., that of air (born of spirit), and the two initial trials of the Priest. It is interesting to note that no where in the Rite does the Priest make any statement to the effect that he, as a man, is in control of the Temple space. But rathe

within it, to administer the Virtues to the brethren from such a sacred place. Again, dispite the obvious focus on the phallus, the sperm and the Priest, the whole of this Rite is complete dominated by the feminine. It's almost as if we have put a webcam on the sperm and sent it out to do it's work. We are only going to see the perspective of that one little piece of the whole. But once we step back and look at it from a distance, we can see the larger picture of what's going on here.    Oops. I got on another tangent rather than just sticking to the FYI stuff. Anyway, look forward to your thoughts here. That just kinda rambled out without intending to per se, like I was thinking out loud. 

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net  

Okay. This is what I get for writting emails when I first wake up. I read that as the "Priest is fully robed" rather than the "Priestess is fully robed." My bad. I completely agree with you. Ignore my comments. LOL! If I figure out what to give her as a top (or figure out how to create my own clothes), then she will be covered a little more.    Ugh. More coffee.    

93s bish

I'll have to read this later, as I'm feelin' a bit under the weather and about to go on a long drive.  

I may or may not get a chance to do email this weekend...probably so...but not till Monday am at the earliest.  

Happy Labor Day everyone!  

93 

pj

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

I do hope you getting to feeling better soon. As usual, it's just a little bit of mental spewing and creative egoism mixed together. Nothing major. Talk to ya soon.

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net   

PS: You are right, of course, about the Priestess and being robed. Then again, the Egyptian style (that I arbitrarily chose here) is of a time when most women didn't wear much above the waist, so in this piece she could be effectively considered "robed" for all practical purposes. ;)) 

Hi bishop,  

93  

 bishop wrote:     

...this would be indicative of the point where the Priest has come from the tomb and has just finished the line, "I am a man among men." I chose this point for the perspective render since it deploys the team in a line as such to make it easy on the eye when looking at how the proportions worked out. 

pj:  A great place to start looking at the body of the rite... 

bishop: This tends to support my theory that the font and the altar are respectively the womb of material life, i.e., that of water (born of water), and the womb of spiritual life, i.e., that of air (born of spirit), and the two initial trials of the Priest.    

pj:  Are these trials?  Or is this simply proper preparation for any magickal ritual?  First we cleanse, then we purify.   

bishop: It is interesting to note that no where in the Rite does the Priest make any statement to the effect that he, as a man, is in control of the Temple space. But rather he questions how he might be worthy to even stand within it, to administer the Virtues to the brethren from such a sacred place.    

pj:  Here, I would prefer not to see this in a Christist perspective...question of worthiness is not one of asking: "look at me, poor sinner" and "how can I have my sins cleansed to be worthy of heaven?" ... Rather, the question is:  "look at me, I'm like anyone else here" and "how may I be so exalted as to be of service to everyone else here?"   

bishop: Again, dispite the obvious focus on the phallus, the sperm and the Priest, the whole of this Rite is complete dominated by the feminine. It's almost as if we have put a webcam on the sperm and sent it out to do it's work. We are only going to see the perspective of that one little piece of the whole. But once we step back and look at it from a distance, we can see the larger picture of what's going on here.    

pj:  The focus here is on the arousal of the Priest...the Priestess has entered the temple, declaring her fiat.  (More obvious in XV-II) and she has aroused the attention of the Priest, now she's about to exalt him...to give him noble purpose and royal power. 
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bishop wrote:   Okay. This is what I get for writting emails when I first wake up. I read that as the "Priest is fully robed" rather than the "Priestess is fully robed." My bad. I completely agree with you. Ignore my comments. LOL! If I figure out what to give her as a top (or figure out how to create my own clothes), then she will be covered a little more.    Ugh. More coffee.    93s bish

Hi bishop,  
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I had said the Priestess is fully robed when she greets the Priest at the [Tomb/Dark Cell].  She doesn't remove her garments till she's behind the veil after having been set upon the altar by the Priest.  

Interesting, I just realized a symbolic level to Dark Cell, the cells of our body...in darkness until the light manifests within them.  

93/93  

pj  

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

 bish: [originally] This tends to support my theory that the font and the altar are respectively the womb of material life, i.e., that of water (born of water), and the womb of spiritual life, i.e., that of air (born of spirit), and the two initial trials of the Priest.     

pj:  Are these trials?  Or is this simply proper preparation for any magickal ritual?  First we cleanse, then we purify.    

bish: I think maybe it depends on how you look at it. In one sense, you are absolutely correct. These are the methods of the proper preparation for a magical ritual. But at the same time, we are looking at the birth of an initiate. In this, we can see that he must go through the 'trial' (maybe that is a wrong term for this, I admit) of being manifested, i.e., through water and earth, amniotic fluid and flesh however simplistic this seems, and then the 'trial' of breath and life, i.e., through air and fire, in order to actually 'live.' Or we could look at it as the mundane birth, i.e., water and earth, and the spiritual birth, i.e., air and fire. Either way, the Priest must pass through these two 'trials' (again, I admit my lack of depth in words here) in order to be completely answered in his initial statement: "How should I be worthy to administer the virtues to the Brethren?" The Priestess, on the other hand, is merely "confirmed" (for his sake?) with these same principles. She's already manifested in the temple space without him.    

*** bish: [originally] It is interesting to note that no where in the Rite does the Priest make any statement to the effect that he, as a man, is in control of the Temple space. But rather he questions how he might be worthy to even stand within it, to administer the Virtues to the brethren from such a sacred place.    

pj:  Here, I would prefer not to see this in a Christist perspective...question of worthiness is not one of asking: "look at me, poor sinner" and "how can I have my sins cleansed to be worthy of heaven?" ... Rather, the question is:  "look at me, I'm like anyone else here" an everyone else here?"    

bish: Oh, wait, PJ. I totally agree with you here. However, I don't think that 'worthiness' in this sense has anything to do with his innate inability, i.e., his "sin complex," but rather his sudden newness to it all. The Priest is, after all, the late and blushing groom to the wedding. ;)) And he is just like every other individual in the room.    

*** bish: [originally] Again, dispite the obvious focus on the phallus, the sperm and the Priest, the whole of this Rite is complete dominated by the feminine. It's almost as if we have put a webcam on the sperm and sent it out to do it's work. We are only going to see the perspective of that one little piece of the whole. But once we step back and look at it from a distance, we can see the larger picture of what's going on here.     

pj:  The focus here is on the arousal of the Priest...the Priestess has entered the temple, declaring her fiat.  (More obvious in XV-II) and she has aroused the attention of the Priest, now she's about to exalt him...to give him noble purpose and royal power.      

bish: Maybe I am misunerstanding you here. Are you disagreeing with my statement? Or just building on it? In dealing with the Temple proper (as this particular section of my notes does), the focus is on the manifestation of the Universe. I find it amazing that Crowley would be so blind to a geometric phenomenon of his own patterns to not see that he had indeed created a temple space that conformed to the concepts of Liber VII and his statements in Liber ABA. The render itself is merely using the characters for reference points of size and space even though the positioning has led to this wonderful conversation concerning the intent of the Priestess and Priest at this moment captured in the render.    Just as a sidenote and while I am thinking about it: I just want to thank you here in public for the amazing insights you have helped me with in understanding my own perspective of Liber XV. I really appreciate it and look forward to continuing as my notes bec

and I am forced to type more to get them out here for the group (and it's been 16 months since my last lecture on this, so my head isn't as clear from memorization. I really need a secretary! LOL!). You have been a wonderful inspiration for me to continue my work and examine things from a different point of view; some of which has confirmed my ideas and some which has altered my ideas in a greatly positive way. I just wanted to thank you.  

Love is the law, love under will.

bishop

www.kindredx.net  

Hi bishop,  
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I don't think I was disagreeing with you at the point where you brought that up.  And yes, I was expanding on it.  

I appreciate your thanks and have to extend the same to you as the conversation has been equally as beneficial for me.  And this is really the whole point of debate...sometimes we may alter our opinions a little, most of the time, we become more confident in our ability to articulate our opinions...and in all times, we gain and benefit from the effort.  

93/93  
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