Madrian Literature Circle:

The three
conducted
Arrow., It
"Women on
notorious

refer to himeelf as "The Great Beast" of the Christian

L

The Beaity and the Beast Debate

articles reproduced here represent a debate

in the pages of the New-Age magazine Aquarian
beran with a feature in that magazine entitled
Crowley on Women", including a passage by the
oceultist Aleister Crowley (who liked to

Book of Revelation,"whose number was 666"), expounding
his wviews on maids, This was accompanied by comments
from a number of maids working in the occult field. The
whole piece was then sent to Lux Madriana by the editors,
with &n invitation to comment upon it. Sister Angelina

. responded with the article "Beauty and the Beast"™ which

was publishecd in the following issue.

This drew a resonse from an anonymous contributor

writing under the nom de plume of "Robert". His piece,
"Lux Madriane and the Solar Logos", sets out in a clear
nnd serious w2y many of the fundamental errors and con-
fusions of the New-Age movement in general and of the
modern pseudo-matriarchal school in particular,

The refutation of these errors involves, indirectly, !

the refutation of the whole modern world-view. Obviously
an entire boor could be devoted to the subject; but in a
wit®y and coneise article, "Marie Antoinette and the

Neime Soleil™, Sister Angelina tackles all the fundamental

issmes, This piece should be read carefully more than
once, for it will make many things fall into place which

may ‘previously have seemed obscure.

NOTE: Crowley's argument, briefly, was to reject all b
sexmal morality as a "superstition" and to declare that |

wvoman should realise herself as a primarily sexual being, |
wvhose "archetrpe" is the Great Whore.
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Beauty and, the Deast

Superstition presupposes ignomnce., For a superatition is literally something
which "stands over"j a disemindied remnant of a philosophical structure which,
rent from its context and fdd’ised for its own sake,is devoid of content. A
hundred years from mow, when the primordial forests are slowly reclaiming these
islands, there will no doubt e many who will set up steering wheels or Epools
of computer tape on piles of stones and bow down before them. That will be
superstition, Our descendants will have a vague memory of the "power" attaching
to these objects, but the comext in which alone that power could be actualised
will have been lost in the mists of ignorance.

In precisely the same way, the sexual "morality” prevalent in Crovwley's
time (and, to an extent, tode’) was and is superstition, Certain taboos and
mores inherited from the pasi were regarded with a superstitious awej a quasi-
noumenous "power" was recognised as attaching to them. Just like the steering
wheel, these mores had once lwen part of an integrated system, and it was in
their relation to the system alone that their "power" had any wvalidity. The
relations between the sexes me the reflection on the material plane of certain
transcendent Realities. Reali-ies which existed long before the manifestation
of physical creatures endowed with biological gender and which will exist long
after they have pasaed away. darriage is a ritual "actuvalisation™ -uf the re-
flection., Thet is what it war created for, and that is how it has been under-
stood in every civilisation tiat has not lost sight of the Absolute, The more
conventional of Crowley's comemporaries were superstitious because they wor-

shipped marriage while they dd pot have the vaguest idea of what marriage is,

Crowley (along with the wivle contemporary svent garde, whom he merely

echoes in rather more fustian prose) is not superstitious; but he ie equally
ignorant. He does not worshiy marriage, but he has no more idea of what mar-
riage is., He disposes from th: beginning of the idea that he might have any

metaphysical understanding: ""his Nibbana-idea is the coward - "mother's boy"

idea; one ought to take a dipin the Tao, no more.” To make a statement like



this is simply to say "I eam not a metaphyeicion", just as to declare that 2+42=5
is to say "I am not a mathematician". The wisdom of the saints and sages is
replaced by the cmes "dynamism” of Herbert Spencer projected onto the Absolute.

"Why do men insst on the innocence of women?™ he asks, and comes up with a
series of answers on the same level of profundity as the nineteenth-century
dictum that "myths are primitive attempts to explain natural phenomena™. He
sees woman as notling more than a sex—object, and he proceeds to project this
sex—object onto his own sentimental equivalent of the metaphysical plane in the
form of an Archetyal Whore. Always the same fundamental error — an error that
can only arise ina materialist environment, but which in that environment will
elways vitiate any spirituality which lacks metaphysical principles. The project-—
jon of the relatiw onto the Absolute. The belief that "as below, so above”.

What, then, is wmarriage? For herein lies the answer to the whole problem,
Marriage is the rimal sctualisation of the fire-kiss, The transformation of
the dragom by the run-maiden. Beauty and the Beast, the Frog Prince and a hun-
dred similar folk-mtifs are allegories of the archetypal marriage. The maid
is (nay, mot reprerents, for, by the power of the Rite, she is) the Spirit,
the supermal Sun, The man is the soul ensnared in matter, who is consumed, de-
atroyed and reboru in Ber kiss. No mortal maid is God; yet in the power of the
Rite, while she dom not become the Reality, the Reality becomes Her. The all-
consuming fire-kim is re-enacted in every "consummation" of the marriage; and
the ritual extends not only to this, but to every action of marital life. That
is ﬂlly a man musi rhey his wife.

In many of the mtriarchal civilisations which have dominated the world for
the vast majority « human history, a maid was allowed up to four husbands: the
four men representziz the four material elements and the maid the guinta essentia.

This is not the prictice among contemporary Madrians, but it expresses a vital
truth abomt the rew nature of marriage.

Fatriarchal marnage partly inverted and partly misinterpreted the truth. It
was perversion, ii 4as heresy, but it wams not yet ignorance. Yet the seeds of

ignorance lie at tie very heart of patriarchy. For every act is a ritual and



every ritual has & magical effect. In ritually turning from the femimine
principle to the masculine principle - from the sun-maiden to the unregen-
erate dragon - civilisation turned from the qualitative to the quantitative;
from pure metaphysical Intellect to earthbound reasonj from transcendent
Truth to transient "facts". When the first warrior king usurped the throne
of tiw firet priestess-queen, the advent of Freud, Marx and Darwin became
an izevitability. Bo did that of Crowley.

Iv» rejecting the fire-kiss of the sun—maiden, patriarchal civilisation
alsoc rejected Intelligence in its pure form. For the Eiss operates om many
levels, from the simple marriage to the consummation of the perfected hera
(saint) in God Herself. Without the Kiss of pure transcendent Intellect
(which is not other than the supernal Sun Herself), the dragon of earth-
bound reason cannot be raised up out of the mire of matter. Inatead it will
becors ever more "materialist", until it grows into the hydra-headed monster
of mriern techno-bureauneratic scientism, Crowley sought to react against thie
monsiarj; but having no access to metaphysical principles, his thinkimg could
not b: radically different (in the strict sense of that much-abused term)
from that which it opposed. He could not have been other than he was. 666,
end mever been Eigsed.

Sister Angelimna

Thie article is the first of three published by Aquarian Arrow.




Lux Madriana and the Solar Logos

I am o Thelemite, and hold no brief for Crowley's attitude to women nor
his writings on sex. But when Sister Angelina accuses Crowley of meta-
physiml ignoramee, this is really the pot calling the kettle black, For
in note of his writings has Crowley ever displayed such a erass misunder-
standng of the ™underlying realities” behind traditional metaphysical
attrimtions of some elements %o women, and others to men, as Sister
Angelna did in her article.

There may well have been cultures in the past im which women person-
{fied “he Sun amd men the Earth, just as the Moon is masculine and the
Sun {minine in the German language, But these have been a minority,
among satriarchal just es miech as among patrisrchal cultures.

Wosen have been associated with Earth and Matter long before the days
of pawiarchal monotheism. This was not the result of men seeking to de-
base smen, becmuse the Earth and Matter were not until recently regarded
as "bme". In pamtheist cultures, Matter and Spirit are but two different
aspecis of the same divine Reality underlying all Life,

Woren have been associated with the Earth, becanse they bear and bring
forth :hildren im the same manner in vhich the Earth brings forth ecrops.
That is why the word "matter” (in Latin materia) has the same linguistie
roots 18 the word "mother" (in Latinm mater). Matter is seen as the mother-
—stuff from which all physical sentient life is made.

Womn have also been associated with the Moon, because of the close
parallal Betweem their twenty-eiglt day menstrual cycles and lunar months.
That iz why in satriarchal fertility cultures, the calendar was divided
into fiirteen lumar months, and each month into four seven-day weeks rep-
resenting one of the quarters, and why the number thirtesen was sacred. It



is allso at night, especially when the moon suiues asuud 18 near Fuil loon,
that; men and women are most under the influence of their feelings =d
emotions, especially the feeling of Love., This is also associated mre
elosely with women than with men, because of their primary role in jear-
fng «hildren and in protecting them in infancy.

Thhe Moon influences also the sea's tides: hence a link between he
Moom: and the sea, and by axtension between women and the element of
Watew, which also plays an important reole through rain in preservim the
fertfility of the soil. These are the manderlying Realities™ behind Srad-
{tiomal metaphysical attributions of Earth and Water as feminine ep—

mentm.

Tthe Sun, on the other hand, is sssociated with the element of Firet
not mnnaturally, since the Sun is itself a huge ball of fiery therm-
—nued ear explosions and chemical reactions, Fire is itself an aggrmsive
and destructive element, capable of reducing fertile jun;le-; to aales,
The Sunm too is essentially destructive when it is not balanced by later
in s landscape: it turns vast parts of the tropics to deserts, and ‘ts
solamr flares were the main agent of evelution on Earth before the orival
of Mian, usually by causing climatie changes that wiped out whole swcies

anakide to adapt, for example, the dinosaurs,

T™e male sex has traditionally been the more aggressive of the o,
not just in human cultures, but in most mammal species as well. Hemre it
is mmtural to attribute the aggressive elements of Fire and the Sun to

Brumanity alone of all animal species has been able to domesticats Fire,
andm turn its destructive properties to creative use, in the smelting of
metails and the fashioning of toolsi But these in turn have been ua=k as
meamms of aggreassion againat the environment, of destroying an existing
landimcape as the first step to fashioning {t in a new form. This crative
ass of the destructive power of Fire, and of the tools made with i%,



requires the ability for mental conceptualisatiom of patterns different
from the existing ones. This conceptual ability, meually attribated to
the element of Air, tends to be more highly deveReped in that statie-
tical myth the Maverage man” than in the "average woman", altbeagh
differences between individuals are of course much greater tham between
the sexes, Hence the attribution of the elements »f Air and Fire, Con-
ceptualisation (Logos) and ihe Destructive and Creative Will to men.

Life on Earth is the result of a delicate balmmce between all these
elements. Pure Conceptualisation and Destructive—Creative Will wnbalan-
ced by the conservative forces of Form and Love produce the fiery furm-
ace of the Sun, in whose chemical processes millfens of new shapes and
eolours are forever being created, but endure for less than a microsec—
ond, because the conservative force of Matter is mbsent to bold them and
glve them form,

Put pure Matter and Form, anfertilised by the energy of the Sun med-
fated by an atmosphere of Air and Water, produces the wnchangimg surface
of the Moon. The Earth is intermediate between thwese two exiremes, though
eloser to the Moon, and thus we have the marvelleus balance of Life,
ever-changing but also renewing ftself, and in which individual life-
forms last long enough both'as species and as jndividoals, to establish
an identity end to experience that identity.

The ancient pantheistic ecultures recognised that Life on Earth is the
product of a sacred marriage between the Sun and the Barth mediated by
the Moon, of the elements of Fire and Matter, mediated by Air and Water.
The sscred marriage of men and women was indeed m paradigm of this. But
{t was not unregenerate Man being spiritualised Wy the Sun-maiden. It
was Man's fiery aggression and airy speculative #ntelleet being "earth-
ed" and made productive by Woman, by disciplining it into the world of

Form.

This is still true in practice today, though #n the absence of an
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understood ritual to sanctify it, participants in the process are mostly
unavare of it on the conscious level. Men on their own either form armies,
that are embodiments of the Destructive-Creatie Will, the element of
Firej or congregate into monasteries, univeraities, or research laborat-
ories, to pursue pure speculative and conceptnl thought for its own sake,
the element of Air,

It is the women who domesticate the warriom, and bring the speculators
down to reality, by asking practical questions such as: "How are your
children and I going to survive this war?" or "What good will this wonder-
ful utopia do to ordinary people?™ Memn are the idealists, women the mater-
ialists. But when a great statesman, writer oy architect actually achieves
something enduring, it is frequently Decause i»r had one or more women be-
hind him, encouraging him to give form to som¢ of his many abstract con-

cepts.

Solar monotheism originated with the Aryan tribes of the Caucasuns, as
an attempt to become more efficient at war ant conquest by worshipping
the spirit of fiery aggression to the exclusim of the gentler loving
elements of Earth and Water. That is why they forbade the priestess-
—~dominated fertility cults: they made the tritrs "soft™ and tolerant, and
less effective in war. Solar monotheism also mde these warrior tribes
less efficient at the Goddess-ruled arts of ariculture, but this did not
matter since they could conquer agriemltural (hddess—worshipping peoples
and force them to feed them., This was the logi: behind the solar mono-
theism of the Aryans and Persians, amd later o the Jews under Moses and
the FProphets.

Thie counld work as long as solar monotheist was the religion only eof
an upper caste of rulers and warriors, and the lower classes were allewed
to retain their religious bonds with the Bartl. But when the Christian
Church in its zeal hunted down the witches of she villages, and made the
ordinary country people be as solar monotheis! as the aristocracy and town

inhabitants, the path was set for the society #¢ have today. This is not



so much "materialist” in the true metiaphysical semse = would that it
were! = as obsespionally creative of mseeless artefacts from which we
derive no real enjoyment other than #he pride of baving made them, In
doing so, we deatroy the much more beauntiful and essential environment
in which we live, and display the mutmal fear and distrust ( or at least
our rulers do) that is the sign of pevople alienated from their roots.

Sister Angelina claims to deplore fthis society as much as I do. But
she and her fellow Madrians appear te think that all that is needed to
redress the balance is to put women =t the top of a religious-political
edifice that still worships the Bolar Logos to the exclusion of Matter,
by making the Sun a "Her" instead of m "Him". Instead of turning to the
great Earth Mother Goddess of antiquiity — to Isis, Ishtar, Astarte,
Cybele or Ewan-Yin - the Madrians worrship Jehovah-in-drag.

Jehovah is a real God — i.e, aspecit of the Ultimate Reality - who
generally answers the prayers of thosce that worship Him/Her exclusively,
by refashioning their souls in His/Hexr image of ruthless Destructive-
~Creative Will, He gave the Jews the will to conquer Palestine on at
least three occasions in as many millenia, and the Protestant Puritans
the will to congquer and settle North /America, South Afriea and Austral-
asia, as well as to found countless bmeiness empires.

Judging by the tone of her intervemtione at the recent conference on
"The Ne-emergence of the Goddess"™ in April 1979, Jehovah has already
given Sister Angelina that steely comviction of alene possessing the
Truth that I normally associate with Jewish and Christian Fundamentalists.
In time Jehovah will help the Madriams to get themselves accepied as
equale by men in the rat-race to the ftop of executive boardrooms, or to
become tomorrow's Mrs Gandhis, Golda Weirs and Margaret Thatchers (which
is all that some feminists are interemted in).

But I doubt whether Jehoveh can temch the Madrians how to make their
kisses initiatory to a higher level off consciousness either to their



partners or to themselves, for thet is not in that God's gift, To achieve
eelf-transcendence in a Sacred Hariage, the two partners must approach
it in a spirit of recognising the divine in their partners that can comp-
lement the divine in themselves, wmd then surrender to them, rather than
look down on them as rather base meatures "ensnared in matter" whom one
is trying to 1ift up.

What good would it do humanity to have more Golda Meirs and Mrs
Gandhis? Israel was no less intramigently apggressive under Mrs Meir
than under earlier and later male Brime Ministers, and India a great
deal more oppressed under Mrs Gandii than before or since.

Weatern civilisation has now womhipped the Solar Destruetive—Creative
Will exclusively for so long that 5t is in grave danger of blowing itself

and the whole of life on Barth up «ith its overstocked arsenal of artificial

euns, the H-bombs. If we are to prvent this, then it is desperately-
urgent for us to restore the anciert Earth Mother Goddeas to Her temples,
put more faith into the preserving power of Love and Fertility than inte
the sterile Capitalist and Socialirt abatract untopias,

It is because we all know deep wwn within ourselves that women are so
much closer in intuitive empathy tr the Earth spirit that alone can save
ns that mele resistance to the womer's struggle is crumbling in the West,
and many men would indeed gladly mrf up with a period of matriarchy, But

it would have to be a matriarchy o! the intuitive as well as of intellect-

ual women, the sensual and loving mes more than the politicians and

administrators.

Fortunately, important elements in the Feminist Movement recognise this

better than Lux Madriana. For percetive and sensitive contributions to

the resurgence of Mother Goddess wirship, and a historically more accurate

description of the matrierchal pasi read Merlin Stone's Paradise Papers,
Carol Oche's Behind the Sex of God .nd Anne Kent Rush's Moon, Moon.

Robert

This article is the second of three published by Aquarian Arrow.
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Marie Antoinette and the Reine Soleil

To begin at the end of Robert's article: yes, there is a form of matriarchaliem
very different from that of Madrianism. It is preasched (with wiriations) by Mer-
1in Stone, Robert Graves and others. It consists, broadly, in mmepting the old
patriarchal sky-father/earth-mother doctrine, but inverting thrr hierarchical
urﬂér. so that the earth-mother and her chtbeonic values are exilted above the
"rationality" of the sky-father. Madrians have alvays maintaired that such a
minor cosmetic operation could mever alter the real patriarchal essence of the
;'ﬁbctrin'e'_;-nnd if proof were needed, Robert's delightfmlly chauvdnist article
~,H{lml'llmi every Great Statesman is a Good Woman, etc,) surely suplies it.
Actually, the whole situation is the result of a metaphysicil confusion so
excruciatingly entangled that ome is reminded more than anythim else of a
kitten that has managed to get itself trussed like = ehicken i1 its own ball of
wool. And this confusion, im turn, derives from the sheer blaciness of meta-
physical ignorance which characterises (and indeed practically constitutes) the
rost-Renaissance mentality. In view of this, it is scarcely suwprising that
Robert is able to accuse me of metaphysical ignorance. I have ilerard a topologist
facetiously but not inaccurately described as "someone who can'i tell the diff-
erence between a teacup and a doughnut®. Robert's reaction to trne metaphysice
ia akin to that ef the bumpkin who bursts out: "Topolegy's supmsed to be the
science of shapes, ain't 1t? Well any idiot can tell the diffemnce between a
teacup and a doughnut., Them blamed professors pust be daftl™ Tiis is not so

much a personal eriticism of Robert as a general eriticism of sodern ignorance

ag a whole. But a little real metaphysics can quickly dispel tie ignorance
and get the kitten out of the cats'-cradle.

But what is real metaphysica? It is the primordial Philosopiv not devimed by
any human mind, but passed down (traditic) from mother to daugiter since the =«

primordial time, the Golden Age wwhen earth touched Beaven", 11 its original
form, this Philosopbhy was matriarchal, as was the social order. The social
order was matriarchal because the primordial Philosophy was mafriarchal. Earth

"
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followed the law of Neaven, Yet even ms bumanity descended away from the
Golden Age, through the Silver and Nreense Ages, inte the Irom Age itself
(which began some 5,000 vears ago), amd in this fimal Age, patriarchy slowly
took over from matriarchy, the primordial Philosopty continued to be taunght,
It was taught by Plato and Flotinus, by Shankara and Shakyamuni the Buddhaj
indeed, every Iron Age civilisation hess possessed its own more or less scaled-
down version of the primordial Philosemphy. Or rather , that was true up until
the last 300 years. And although each ‘version speaks a slightly different
spiritusl "language®”, each is saying the same things. Metaphysics is not a
matter of personal opinionj it is as mrecise as a mathematical equation,

The essence of Robert's confusion #s as follows: he equates the sky-father/
earth-mother duality with two othér dmalities, namely Spirit/matter and
rationalism/emotionalism. Now in the First place these two dualities are not
only not equivalent, they have no commen measure whateverj and in the second
place, he has completely misconceived Thoth of them.

He states calmly that the majority of matriarchal as well as patriarchal
cultures have regarded women as earthfimatter as oppesed to sun/epirit, Yet
sven Merlin Stone has pointed out tha® the sun was female in Japan, India,
Canaan, Anatolis, Arabia, Australia amd among the Eskimos (The Paradise Papers,
p.18) and one could easily add others to the list. In fact the male sun is pure-
1y a patriarchal Indo-Aryan invention. The same author points out that far from
being exclusively an earth-goddess, Hesr most frequeat title from the earliest
times has been Queen of Heaven (perhams Robert should scratch the book off his
1ist). The reason he gives for this smpposed matriarchal equation of maid with
matter is that matter was then given ¥'ts due worship for ite own innate virtues.
This is an interesting argument, but £t has one fatal flaw. However amazing it
may seem to the modern mind, the concept of matter as a physical stuff possessing
certain innate qualities was wholly uniknown up until 400 years ago. All form,
all qualities, according to the primor:dial Philosopty, are Archetypes, or Div-
ine 1deas, belonging to Spirit. Hatter is simply the wax upon which the seal
of forms and qualities ie impressed. T'his means that pure matter, untounched by
Spirit,would have no qualities whateverr: no size, me weight, no shape, neither

hardness nor softness, heat nor coldnevss mor colour. Obviously, it is in mo

13



sense physical. The equation of nature with matter iwmlied in Robert's article
rests upon the post-Cartesian concept of matter, Applied to ancient civilie-
ations, whether matriarchal eor patriarchel, it is pum anachronism. When we
speak of modern "materialism”, we are using the term Ioosely, for what is in
question is not true matter, but the moderm fantasy o "physical matter"™, which
very phrase is a contradiction in terms. This is not to say that all ordinary
people in the ancient world possessed a clear philosmhical concept of matter,
but they certainly did not possess the unmatural notim of "physical matter™
vhi.ch has been inculcated into the modern mind via tie compulsory "education”
system and the mass-media.

Matter, then, fes a "erystal mirror", a tabula rase ready to accept whatever

image Spirit shall impress upon it. The combination of matter and Bpirit is
pature (whether physical or non-physical). The patrimchs knew precisely what
they were doing in equating paid with matter, thus mdcing her the purely pas-
sive support of man's activity (bebind every Great Statesmen is a Good Woman).
The matriarchal perspective is pot simply the revers: of this, for the man in
the marriage rite is not "man" being saved by "maid", he is soul being saved
by Spirit; the maid is just as much soul as the man; but she is enacting a
ritual role. The ritual is certainly real, and not jist an "act". But net on
the most obvious level, If that were so {t would mear that every wife was Godl
This is subtle stuff, I know, and it cannot be made my clearer by tossing it
abont in a polemical arena. All I can say is, contemiate i1t if you want to
and don't 1f you don't. Any true understamding will i» supra-verbal.

¥hich brings nue to rationalism. 1t has become a Nw—Age truism that the
Christian west is overbalanced on the side of solar nitellect; and like most
New-Age truisms, it is not true. 0f the two paths, biakti marga and jnans margas;
the path of Love, will, or emotion and the path of Lizht or solar Intellect,
Christianity has always erred en the side of the forwr. If one were to look

for a culture which has erred on the other side, Budthism would be an obvious

example. What the New-Age critics have in mind is acually the rntiunn.lgan of *

the Christian west. But ratiomslism and selar Intellsct are two entirely differ-
ent things. Intellect not only perceives, but is one with, the Spiritual Arche-
types, It is not an individual faculty at all, but rether the point at
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whieh the individual soul tomches the trsas-personal Centre. Viewed subjectively,
it is Enlightenment; viewed wbjectively, it is the Absolutej nor is it other

than pure Love (which, from wur earthly ynint of view, is lunar), since the dis-
tinetion between the two 18 mn 1llusion which appears only when seen from "below".

Rationalism, on the other hend, is the ignorant reaction of the individual
mental faculty, through its mgent the brain, upon the contingent things eof the
physical world as transmitted via the phssical senses. Ignorant becaunse it is,
by definition, unaware of thwe Spiritual Archetypes which are the real essence
of all physical phenomena. Swntimentalisr or emoiionalism is a similarly ignor-
ant reaction to the same phemomena by the passional faculty. Far from being in
any way opposed, rationalism and sentimertalism are two sides of the same ecoin. |
The west is rationalist becamse it is sertimentalist. The two are inseparable.
But just as Love and Intellemt, seen in ffieir true perspective, are seen te be
one, so their inferior parodiies, sentimertalism and retionalism, being cut off
from unitive Reality, presenit the illusioa of being eternally separate. Every
modernist reaction against rmtionalism imvitebly takes the form of a mere
appeal to emotional reactionis as opposed to mental ones: thus its sole effect
is to give the wheel of Samsmra another tnrn. Robert's underlying thesis is
mimply another essay in the Hong history «f such barren sentimentalist reactions.
One must sympathise with the desire to reict against rationalism. But nothing
is achieved by running contimmally from the right hand of Moira into her left,

Since deserting the revesiled symbolie structure of the matriarchal Phile-
sophy, patriarchal metaphysies has alwayr been balancing on a tightrope. With
Christianity, it finally felll vietim to its own meddling with the primordial
Doctrine. Due to its dogma eif the male sm, it mistook the Christ (who is act-
ually & masculinised version of the lunar Daughter, as opposed to the solar
Mother) for the Solar Logos; thus depriviag itself of any authentic represent-
ative of the solar Principle.. The two greitest exponents of solar Intellect in
Christianity were Origen and Meister FEckinrdt. Both were declared heretics.
Lacking the "backbone” of Inftellect, the lLove—path of Christianity declined
into a samsaric sentimentaliity, which evertually gave rise, at the time of
Aquinas, to an equally samsmmic rationaliwvm, which was the inverse parody of
the missing Intellectnality. This rationelism developed slowly, still dressed
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in metaphysical garments, until the Rensismnce, when it broke loose and init-
fated the wild downward spiral which ba® 1rd us to the modern worldj ereating
on the way such topsy-turvy notiens as "phwmical matter”, and all the confus-
fons which they have generated. Yhese confisions have proved particularly ef-

fective in neuntralising all intellectunal rmistance to the downward movement.

What is the answer to thie impasse? How shall we cleave a path between the
Seylla of rationalise and the Charybdis of sentimentalism? The Madrian answer
is very straightforward: we must put right the original deviation at source.
In other words, we must return to the primmrdial matriarchal Philosophy, dev-
otion and way of life. This does mot mean mnstructing a "matriarchalism™ from
a handful of archaecological bones tied togrther by modern speculations (which
will inevitably be rationalist, sentimentelist or -~ more likely - both), That
will leave us right back where we started, We must go to the living matriarchal
tradition, as it bas been preserved down tie ages in this country and elsewhere.
The tradition we e¢all Madrian. And this mems not only accepting a Philosophy -
although the path of Light is lnlilpenslllsl.r: nor simply opening our hearts to
the adoration of God in the form in which Bie has revealed Herself to humanity
from the dawn of time - although the path f Love is also indispensable, It
also means treading the third path, which is called the path of Works, or of
themis. This entails governing oumur entire way of life in accordance with the
divine Harmony. It means rejecting all seciuar political systems which are not
directed by the one lawful Princess of Farfi. It means rejecting all industrial
systems which are geared to merely "making gooda™, instead of practising the
ancient sacred crafts which are mot merely ntilitarian, but also a path of
meditation. It means rejecting commercialim and the cash nexus, whether in
its capitalisat or socialist forms. In shor:, it means rejecting the whole

edifice of modern human-centred eculture, am returning to a God-centred matriarchy.

This is the moat extraordinary part of lobert's article. He might have ac-

cused us of being wild anarchists bent on waring down all the "achievementa™ of

"progress". He might have called us Amazon reactionaries intractably opposed to
the liberal-democratic ideals of late patriarchy. Either accusation would have

some semblance of plausibility. The more imish among us might have been sorely
tempted to reply: "Yop, that's about the eize of it." But instead, he choores to

s



accose us of wantiing to join "the ratrace to the top of executive boardrooms,
or to become tomowrow's Indira Gandhim, Golda Meirs and Margaret Thatchers™ -
ve, who do not even accept anr secular or patriarchal government as legal! It
is rather like acecusing Mary ¥hitehouse of being a pornographer, or Archbishop
Lefébvre of being a Protestanl. The good primate no doubt has his detractors.
Eome of them, perhape, say some very nasty things about him, It is even conceiv-
able that some of those things may be true. But if anyone is going about accus-
ing him of being m Protestant, we may be forgiven for thinking that that person
does not have the remotest idea of what she is talking abount.

Actually, Madriianism, while it is unashamedly matriarchal both in ites doet-
rine and in its swcial institstions, haé notbing to do with denigrating men,
or with regarding ihem as in any sense "base™. It is a simple, traditional way
of 1ife, based omr authority, love and devotion. It pute God (both lh ller solar
and Her lunar asprects) at the centre not enly of its Sundays, but of its
stories, its songe, its work and ite life. It is lived by men and maids, 4in
that mutual love rmnd respect which one finds only in a God-centred hierarchy.
I do not deny thait there are many self-styled matriarchalists (moat of whom
have never seen the inside of a matriarchal household) who, filled with the
nrban ideologies wf the Iron Age, despise our way of life and all that it
=tands for. But I cannot help thinking that theirs is the fastidious contempt
of a Harie Antoimette, dressed nup with crook and smock, upon meeting a real-
life shepherdess.

Sister Angelina

"his article is thhe third of three published by Aquarian Arrow.
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