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L}
"Men, have fear of your Lord, who created you
froma single soul. Fromthat soul He created
its mate, and through them He bestrewed the
earth with countless nen and wonen. "

THE KORAN. "Wbnen"
( Dawood 1985:366%
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| NTRODUCT1 ON:

When consi dering the vast range of information avail abl e about
the nature of the nortal phase of our existence, it is difficult,
at least at first glance, to identify any particul ar aspect of it
that we would say sonehow epitomizes it.{%} SMD descri bes
nortality as a, nore often "the", tinme to work out one's sal vation,
which is true. However, we suspect that that statenent is actually
repeated to us during each phase of our existence because that is
t he purpose of the conplex, |engthy netanorphosis we are working
our way through. W expect to hear that same statenment made to us
after we leave this world and go to spirit prison or paradise, and
we i magi ne that we heard it repeatedly in the PE. So that purpose,
wor ki ng out one's salvation, is not unique to nortality. W nust
find something else, then, to point to as being the nost
characteristic test or purpose.

Stop here for a nonment. We're obviously maki ng an assunption
t hat has not been specifically stated, so let's hear it now. The
assunption is that since there are three different testing phases
for our spirits, each nmust therefore be sonehow di fferent fromeach
other, else, there would be no reason to have three. Wre there
one superveni ng purpose that was equally enphasi zed and tested in
each phase, then sinply prolonging one of the three would all ow
sufficient time and opportunity for the full test to be
adm ni stered. W are assumng, then, that there are unique tests
and unique characteristics of each of the three phases that
differentiate each fromthe others. W also note that there are
obviously many simlarities between these three phases as well,
because the POS is the thread on which they are all strung.
Indeed, it may be that there are nore simlarities than
dissimlarities, because the underlying purpose of testing,
application of the priesthood, etc. is omnipresent. But, once
nore, there nust be sonmething particular to each phase that
apparently can only be achieved in sonme manner in that phase. W
say 'apparently' because we obviously don't 'know this to be true,
but we see no other reason to be subjected to three separate
phases, particularly in light of the Parsinmony Principle which
woul d argue agai nst an exuberant proliferation of phases just to
have nore phases. That is why we are trying to dig out sonething
about nortality that differentiates it fromthe other two testing
phases.

One obviously nay question whether or not it is neaningful to try to find the major test of
nortality. W personally find it to be a neaningful question because such information reflects significantly
on the nature of our experiences here and the tests we confront. It is conforting to understand that sone of
the greatest difficulties we face were intentionally fornmulated to create pain, uncertainty and chall enges.

That doesn't make themeasier, but it provides a perspective that is hel pful when westling with the problens.
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MORTAL BQODI ES:

We bel i eve that one of the keys to the answer to this question
i nvolves the fact that during nortality we are provided "physical”
bodi es which "clothe" our spirit bodies.{% We suggest this
because a "physical body" is ours only during the nortal phase of
t he nmet anorphosis. There is no evidence, that we are aware of, to
i ndi cate that we had sonme sort of body, other than our spirit body,
in the PE, nor is there any evidence to suggest that we will have
anot her non-spirit body, during post-nortality. That is one of the
maj or functions of death, to strip us of our nortal body.

On this basis, then, whatever the hallmark of nortality is, we
believe it involves the nortal body. There are also nodifications
in our spirit and in the degree of know edge and information we
have whi ch are obviously characteristics of nortality as well, ones
which differ systematically from those of PE and PM But these
factors nust be constrained by the requirenents and conditions of
the peculiar test of nortality, nanely that of handling norta
bodi es.

The second key that we believe is crucial to the hall mark of
nortality is the fact that only during nortality are we allowed to
procreate. Procreation, as far as revealed to us, is not practiced
in the PE or PM The only other itens of nortality that m ght be
construed as being unique to it mght be the tenple ordinances.
However, they are not experienced by all nortals, so we discount
them as hallmarks of nortality.{®} W obviously assunme that the
hal |l mark of nortality nust be one that all nortals are confronted
wi t h.

Qur conclusion, then, is that the cardinal purpose of this
particul ar phase is to test our ability to handl e our nortal bodies
by having us participate in sexuality and concomtant famly
rel ati onships.{" One mght accuse ne of being over-sinplistic,
because there are so many other tests inflicted on us, many of them
being profoundly difficult and nearly as significant. W would
have to plead guilty to such a charge. But in spite of this
reduction of the human condition to an equation with only three
maj or variables, we nonetheless believe that sexuality and
fam | yhood are the sentinel tests of nortality, the foundation of

Indeed, | take atotally different view of the tenple ordinances, as is docunented in 16. PRE- MORTAL
Bl RTH ORDI NANCES. SMD seens to inpute a uniquely nortal status to them but | believe that what we see here
during nortality is one of two things. It is either nmerely the nortal segnent of a longer endowrent that spans
all testing phases, or it is actually the second iteration of an endownent that is applied to our spirits in
all three testing phases.

Note that | am assuming here that the Lord intended that sexual relationships only be devel oped
bet ween opposite sexed adults who acqui esce to being narriage partners and to raising famlies, assum ng that
they are physiologically able to do so.

Wien consi dering unmarried people, it may appear that this generalization has exceptions. However, we
do not believe that is so. W recognize that not all individuals will marry, and that sone married people wll
be unabl e to have children. In spite of theseirregularities inthe pattern, all individuals nmust, nonethel ess,
deal with their own sexuality and the profoundly powerful, troubling challenges presented thereby.
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this testing phase.

These variables are the things that primarily differentiate
this phase fromthe one that preceded it and fromthe one that wll
followit. The | aws of heaven and principles of righteousness, as
noted in Section | are operant in all phases and states, so they do
not generally constrain the conditions of nortality. For exanpl e,
honesty is required in all three phases. But sexuality, marriage
and fam lies are uniquely constituted in nortality. Let's | ook at
some of the ram fications and inplications of these three factors
t hat pervade our nortal |ives{®}.

PRE- EXI STENT GENDER

There isn't a scrap of informati on about the pre-existence in
the LDS canon that even refers tangentially to gender{°® while we
were there. True, there are gender-specific pronouns in the
scriptures about the PE, but they are probably there due to the
mechani cs of nortal |anguages and preconceptions about the PE. {’}
In fact, we suggest that the recent preoccupation of certain nortal
groups wth genderless |anguage and unisex culture possibly
represents a type of atavism These penchants could actually be
superficial expressions of a deeper, subconscious, innate sense of
our neutral nature in the preexistence, a sort of longing for a
happier, sinpler -we think- tinme that didn't have such incredibly
conplex challenges we face now, ranging from deviant sexual
behavi ors through the fundanentally unsettling relationship of the
sexes{?}.

One might be tenpted to argue that sexuality isn't an issue for the full duration of nortality by
suggesting that pre-pubescent children appear to be unaware of it, unaffected by it. However, we woul d di sagree
with such a position. Sexual roles are taught to, and | earned by, us frombabyhood onward by t he behavi ors of
our parents and caregivers. Those unconsciously acquired val ues and patterns then affect, profoundly, our self-
i mge and gender identity and behaviors as we enter and nove through puberty into biological, enotional and
social maturity.

It is no accident that the experinment was set up this way by the Father. He set things up so that we
woul d unconsciously accunul ate a | ot of baggage during our |ong childhood so that as adults we woul d then have
something significant to deal internally with. |In this regard, note that we as individuals |earn a behavior
that is generally a negative trait, within the first hour of our life. W need sonething. So we cry. Soneone
responds and cares for our need. This way we learn that crying earns a reward. Thereby, we quickly |earn how
to nmani pul ate others around us.

Then we spend the rest of our lives trying to unlearn that poor behavior. This is not accidental.

That is not strictly accurate. There are inplied references to males as in the Abraham Convocati on.

However, we wonder whether those references may not be required as nmuch by the senmantics and syntax
of human | anguage as by intended reference to "mal eness". By this we refer to the fact that human words i n some
| anguages have inherent gender, regardless of the actual gender of the item nanmed. For exanple, in English
sailing ships are grammatically femnine, although inreality they are inaninate so are neuter. So perhaps the
references to gender in the PE are this type of gender. Heresy to nobst of you, | amsure.

Such gender issues probably pose a challenge to any translator who believes as | do here. If the
transl ator believes that there are only neuters in the PE, then s/he nust be troubled to be shackled in sone
| anguages with required gender, eg. English. Perhaps | anguages with neuter pronouns, eg. German, could capture
this fact, but then, there would probably be considerabl e chagrin expressed by those who don't hold this view,
who believe that we are nale and fenale up there. But nore bel ow

This comment probably grates severely on SVMD nerves because it is wholly unattested. Also note a
nost di sturbing byproduct of this perception. |f this conception of our pre-existent nature is true, then the
suggesti ons we hear that unisex is a concept originated by Satan woul d be fal se. Mst unsatisfactory for sone.
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We believe that sexuality, marriage and fanily-rel ated{®
i ssues were not part of the experinmental maze of that phase. Wen
we were ready to cone down, we were ejected fromthe PE{'}, and
enbedded in a nortal body and then allowed to solo. Down here,
gender +rel at ed baggage is what it's all about.

ONTOCGENY RECAPI TULATES PHYLOGENY

G ven this perception that sexuality isn't/wasn't part of the
PE experience, while it is during nortality, we suggest a parall el
bet ween t he t hree phases of our netanorphosis and the three general
stages of life on earth: chil dhood, adol escence, and adul t hood{"'}.

In nortal childhood, there is only a rudi nentary awareness of
gender, although sexual identity, roles and behaviors are being
subtl ely and profoundly shaped in various ways. In this respect,
i.e. unresponsive to gender and related issues, the PE is
conparable to a childhood of our spirits, the first phase of the
nmet anor phosi s.

Adol escence is the tinme during nortality that we di scover that
we ARE peopl e, that we have agency and m nds and can figure things
out for ourselves. It is also the time when our biological clocks
tick into puberty. Physi ol ogical, intellectual and enotional
changes of profoundly significant sorts take place. This is the
point in nortality when gender and behaviors rel ated thereto becone
di stressingly powerful, and intrude upon our awareness. It is the
stage where we are first forced to exerci se our agency i n sel ecting
how we wi Il handl e gender and sexuality. The patterns and val ues
and t houghts |l earned i n chil dhood express thensel ves at this point.
Qur adol escent stage is analogous to the nortal phase of the
met anor phosi s because nortality IS the point where are forced to
wrestle with gender issues.

However, we do believe that there was nonethel ess sone sort of structure in the PE society, one that
enabl ed individuals to coordinate activities, sense organi zation, engage in purposeful plans, etc. However,
these structures may be nore like a kibbutz than a famly, since there would be no genetic/natural Kkinship
systemto bond us into nuclear and extended famlies as on earth.

Since we take this position vis-a-vis the PE, we ought to indicate what we believe the cardinal
tests of that phase were. Qur sinplistic viewis that the najor test of the PE, as already noted above, was
to sinply learn to exercise and control free agency. It nust have been a shocking thing to wake up as an agent
wi th freedons previously unknown, saddl ed with the responsibility to exercise this agency safely, neaning safely
to both ourselves as well as surrounding society. And it must have been difficult. Renenber your first
experience throwing darts at a dart board when you were 5 or 6. The darts probably | anded on the wall as often
as they hit the target, and bull's eyes were accidental. That type of experience suggests how we exercised
agency, though as nortals it doesn't seemso difficult. But it was.

For nortals, the challenge in using agency is in choosing the "right" choice froma set, not the
mechani cal process of detecting the options, the consequences of each, eval uating themand assi gni ng val ue and
then selecting one. The latter is what we believe was being learned in the PE. The War Deci si on was the naj or
test of this type and an additional dinension of that decision becones apparent when viewing it fromthis
perspective. Not only was the nature of the choice inportant, the fact that we coul d even nake choices was a
nmonunent al acconpl i shment for us who had not had to pilot our agency into such nuddy waters before.

1 The famous -though now generally discredited- dictum of enbryology, "Ontogeny recapitulates
phyl ogeny." (as in Romer's THE VERTEBRATE BODY, p.119), which describes, in alinmted sense, the devel opnental
sequence nortal bodies go through, is analogous, also in alimted way, to the devel opnental sequence of the
met anor phosi s itself.
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Finally, in nortal adulthood, we reap the results of our
chi | dhood and adol escent behavi ors. The intensity of the
devel opment al changes we experienced i n adol escence di ssi pates and
our interest turns to quieter, nore philosophical matters. we
conpare this phase to post-nortality where we will live |ives based
on the choices and experiences of the PE and nortality. Ve
believe, then, that the three phases of the netanorphosis are
basi cally | arger di nensi oned anal ogues of the three general stages
of nortal |ife{"}.

GENERATI ON OF GENDER

To return to the issue of gender reference in SVMD, the first
explicit reference is found in Genesis and Abraham where it is
noted that God (Gods to the Hebrews) created mal e and femnal e:

"So God created man in his own inmage, in the inmage of Cod
created he him male and fenal e created he them"

CGenesi s 1:27.
This tidy, inverted phrase, "...in the inmage of God created he him
mal e and femal e created he thent, is anbiguous two ways. {"}

I n one nmeani ng, probably the SVMD version, this scripture neans
that nortal nmale and fermal e bodies were created at that point in
ti me, because -anot her unstated assunption- there were already nmal e
and femal e spirits in the PE who needed correspondi ng bodi es duri ng
the nortal test. Femal e spirits would come down and fit into
femal e ones, and males into nmal e ones.

There is the perpl exi ng phrase that He created "thent in "his
own i nage": how can one gender be created into two genders? does
that nean that He is both genders? Kids ask those questions, but
as adults we steer clear of it for various reasons: first, we are

This is a grossly over-sinplified statement, but we |ike the sense the conparison creates. CQur
nortal lives mirror the |arge-scale experience of the nmetanorphosis.

This dual gender problemis not a problemfor sone other religions which formally recognize this
fact about their gods. The Ancient Egyptians had several gods who were dual gendered, for exanple, Hapi, the
andr ogynous god of the N le.

Simlarly, the Buddhists believe in such a dual -gendered god.

"...the chief deity personifies in hinmself the fenale as well as the male principle of nature, and
hence is call ed the Fat her-Mther -depicted...in appropriate synbolic colors...as the Divine Father and
the Divine Mdther in union (i.e. in divine at-one-nent)." (Evans-Wentz 1960: 106)

(Note the peculiar syllabification, occasionally referenced in LDS settings as well, of the word atonenent to
capture this aspect of the doctrine.)
Wyodroffe, witing Tantric beliefs states a conparable concept:

"In the Navratnesvara it is said: 'That Devi, who is existence, consciousness, and bliss, should not
be thought of as a femmle or as a male, or as pure Brahman. |In reality, however, She is neither male
nor neuter (that is to say, the She is not bound to any particular form'." (Wbodrof fe 1981:v)

The Buddhi stic/ Hi ndu conception of this supreme being is nearly inconprehensible to Christians who have never
encountered it before. However, it is an appealing concept, once one gets used to not thinking of God as being
a particul ar gender.
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often insecure{*} in our own sexual identity (a rather interesting
fact in light of this discussion), and second, we don't wish to
have a bisexual father, third, we don't have a clear picture of
just what the issues are, and fourth, we don't have a set of
answers that will put this deeply disturbing question to rest.{"*}
So we tenporize and avoid neeting the matter frontally, thereby
setting up in the next generation a sneaking suspicion, based on
our vague, evasive responses, that there is sonething bad about
t hat question, or that there is something wong with us to even ask
it, or sonething else equally unfortunate.

The second anbi guous neaning of that phrase, which still
carries disturbing baggage, is considerably sinpler, but it is not
the received reading. It is that, when the Gods created nal e and
female, they were, for the first time during our metanorphosis,
finally differentiating between two sexes, finally creating two
different vehicles into which previously genderless spirits were
i nserted. {'} This reading probably grates across SMD nerves
because we have never heard such preposterous thoughts before. But

if you hold still and exam ne the idea dispassionately, you wll
di scover that it really isn't as repugnant a thought as it may
initially have appeared to Dbe. In fact, this reading has
considerably nore explanatory power than the first bew | dering,
di sturbing reading does. W'I| el aborate.

| suspect that nost of you who read this will deny feeling uncertainty. But you do. Your |ack of
consci ous uncertainty is sinply evidence of a generally successful accommpdation of self to that uncertainty,
a successful coping with a perplexing issue. Congratulations. You have passed that test.
Freud cashed in on this topic, didn't he. Sexuality was one of the foundation bl ocks of his theories
of human psychol ogy and rel ated pat hol ogi es. W synpathize with hi mas shoul d be evident fromthis discussion.
We believe he was right on target.

15 W thout doubt, this passage will be the nost inflammatory in this book. To even suggest that the
Father nmay not be precisely as we conprehend a male Father to be in nortality is to utter gross heresy.
However, | am not being heretical. | sinply recognize that there are uncertainties and anbiguities in this
matter as will become apparent as you read this chapter.

For ne, the strength of nost readers' reactions to this section is evidence of the incredibly inportant
role of sexuality during nortality. There are fewthings in nortality that can stinulate such disturbed and
di sturbing reactions in us as can allusions to and descriptions of gender-rel ated problens, etc.

16Son‘e of you are probably unaware of how late during gestation a human body finally acquires un-
anmbi guous external genitalia. Products of a 24 week gestational period, which obviously will be genetically
mal e or genetically female, can be preserved in a neonatal intensive care unit, and thereby go on to devel op
normal ly. The critical fact about those premature infants in this context is t hat they are indistinguishable
fromeach other at that age as far as external genitalia go. Seeing such a child for the first tine is a deeply

troubling thing because of this indeterm nacy. But it is nonetheless true. These infants all appear,
externally, to be female - whether they are male or female.

Now j ust what this has to do with this discussion, | amnot sure. Indeed, I'"'mnot even sure this does
relate, but due to the fact that we all exhibited this anat omi cal sexual anbi guity during the early part of our
lives, one brings it in as an observation. (Ontogeny recapitul ates phyl ogeny?) Inplicit in this conpulsion

to bri ng this fact in hereis the assunption that there is some sort of one-to-one correspondence between nortal
and spirit bodies, adnittedly a shaky assunption, as will be well shown el sewhere when we tal k about noses and
eyes and ears. By bringing this fact in, we raise the possibility that there may be some nmeaning to the fact
that we do not acquire our own external gender until we are nore than two-thirds of the way to birth, although
this fact may sinply be a by-product of the particular gestational algorithm developed for this world. The
latter is suggested by the fact that during the earlier weeks of gestation, the nortal fetus resenbles that of
chickens, lizards, etc.

It is pecullar to note that maleness is only denoted genetically by the presence of a particular
chronmosonme, that everyone is otherwise simlar. This makes the female form the undifferentiated, |ess
speci al i zed version of body. This seens like a sort of contradiction, however, to what we know, so far, of the
ot her phases of our netanorphosis where we only hear of males. The beings in the PE and PM are all referred
to as males, without any reference to females. This would | ead one to suspect that fenHI eness, then, would be
t he dlfferentlated form the one denoted by the extra chronmpbsonme. However, that isn't howit is here and we
don't know what to make of that.
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ADAM AND EVE AND PSEUDO- MORTALI TY:

Let's turn to the right for a few steps now that we have
gotten into the Garden Puzzle. Wat happened to Adam and Eve in
the Garden? They were 'created’ and they lived with all the
ani mal s, but sonmehow they couldn't have kids. 1In a simlar vein,
one asks, Could the aninmals procreate or was there just a fixed
collection of aninmals, birds, etc. that hung around with them
wi t hout procreation? On one hand, it seens that Adamand Eve coul d
have been different fromthe rest of the Garden, and the story even
seens to inply that the garden needed nourishing and attention
That woul d suggest that the plants and thi ngs were grow ng sonmehow,
whi ch m ght be evidence that they were being seeded, etc. But on
t he ot her hand, the idea that they could procreate, while Adam and
Eve coul d not, seens inconsistent. This probably woul d have been
possi bl e, but sonehow it doesn't seemlikely to us. W say this
because He doesn't wusually seem to m x such divergent things.
Possi bl e, but seens too inconsistent for Hm The netaconditions
don't tolerate markedly inconsistent blends.

Anyway, the next question: if they really did have 'pseudo-
nortal' bodies in the Garden, what happened to the bodies during
the expulsion that nade them nortal bodies? W don't know of
course, but sonething gave themseed (and, in our version at | east,
the other animals as well). It is obvious that the God tweaked
sonmet hing to nake the bodies nortal, but that explains nothing, at
| east not at the level we are talking, i.e. biochemcal, etc. And
there is in fact a biochem cal explanation for what happened. W
just won't hear the fornmula wuntil after the Judgenent and
Resurrection.

W are perplexed to think that the creation story goes to such
length to explain that nortal bodies were created, only to have
full nmortality -whatever that is- withheld fromthose bodies. How
coul d these bodi es be 'created' and then inhabited by spirits, but
not be nortal? The process of being cast out of the Garden was a
pri est hood- nedi at ed one, so keys were exercised to do sonething to
the bodies, and nortality was inflicted on A & E

W suppose t he reason for having sonme sort of body in addiiton
to the spirit is self-evident. A & E had to be in a position of
having to make a wong choi ce, and one of the wong choices was to
partake of the forbidden fruit. Wuld that have been possible for
a spirit? W guess not. {1 So we don't have a problem
under st andi ng why an addi ti onal 'body' was needed. There had to be
a mediumdi fferent than the unadorned spirits through which actions
coul d occurr, decisions could be made, consequences coul d happen,
etc. We just can't understand how God nmade the body out of nortal

17(V\ere A & E "eating' food in the Garden otherw se? Don't know and there are no suggestions, but it
is an inportant issue at |east doctrinally. W say this because 'death’ was not found in the Garden until the
nortal sin was conmmitted and the expul sion effected. If we take that at face val ue, neaning death of any living
thing, including plants, then A & E couldn't have been eating even plants because that woul d require death of
the plants. |If one questions the nortality of things in the Garden, s/he runs up against the issue of whether
or not the fruit was '"real', whether or not it really had seeds, whether it represented sonething nore than wax
fruit. W don't know what the truth is, but we know we are confused about this stuff.)
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stuff without it becomng nortal. Seens |ike sleight of hand

(Lots of that stuff in the story - nust have been |ots of stage
hands pushi ng props around, whi sking things on and of f stage....not
really.)

(If there is any evidence at all that suggests to us that
there is sone role for nortal matter in the spirit world, or heaven
or whatever one calls eternity, thisis it.)

GENDER ASSI GNMENT?:

For the sake of argunent, we wll assune that there is no
intrinsic gender in prenortality, a totally unsupported,
undocunent ed assunption, and one that creates this dilenma. G ven
this premse, it isdifficult to conjecture what the criteria would
be that the Father would use to assign us to one or the other of
the body types. One could argue that it is a random process, but
that isn't consonant with the fundanental nature of the POS wherein
all parts have nmeaning and inter-relationships. The Mechanic's
Corollary. Guven the fact that true neuterness in the PE results
in this insoluble problemof how to detern1ne which frame to put
which spirit in, we will scrap this concept.{'®

However, if one allows for some sort of latent or innate
gender for the pre-existent spirit, atrait that was not expressed
outwardly in prenortality, then there is no dilema in the gender

assi gnment process. Each of us would just be shunted into the
ri ght -gendered body. This is a neat way to explain gender
assignment. It would also be parallel to the three stage nodel of

nortality di scussed above. During childhood here on earth where we
al so have gender, we are basically unconcerned with the different
equi pnent, as in the PE. But during nortality, we are nade aware
of gender and affected profoundly with it in all dinensions of our
life, socially, nentally, physi cal ly, professionally, religiously,
ethically, etc. {"}

A notational variant of this latter idea would be to posit
intrinsic neuterness of spirits in the PE but to allow them to

8 A . }
However, we are not really persuaded it is wong. W just haven't taken the time to work out the
mechani cs yet.

19 Let's raise another deeply disturbing question here. Elsewhere | have argued that the Black
Priesthood was fully evident in the Pre-existence. (See 13 PRE-EXI STENCE: PRELUDE OR PRACTI CUM?) By extensi on,
one nust wonder whether there was any sort of sin committed in the PE that involved or affected gender identity
of spirits. |f there was gender there, then one nust keep this possibility open, though its a shocking thought,
since there was evil about even before Satan. And if there were such si ns, then during nortality, there would
be spirits who are living with the consequences of such sins, both the perpetrator and the victim Could this
be so?

There are those who argue that the sin of Adam and Eve was the discovery of sexuality. That concept
has been roundly denounced by Elder M:Conkie. However, given the fact that he is the only general authority
that | know of who has been required by the First PreS|dency to recant sone of his public statenents, and
required to issue corrections to some of his speeches which were deened to present inaccurate doctrine, | am
not so sure that he is rlght (1 have a tape recording of his speech at BYUin the nid-1970's, al ong with his
| ater published "corrected" version. The talk was about the seven deadly doctrinal sins. | unfortunately
believe in 5 or 6 of them)

Indeed, if sexuality is, as we suspect, THE cardinal test of nortality, then it would be entirely
fitting that the sin of know edge, which led to expulsion (and to the possibility of fulfilling the other
commandrent ) shoul d somehow enconpass it. Even the Garden story with the devel opment of awareness of nakedness
and aprons of fig |eaves | ends sonme credence to this concept.
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sonmehow begin to chose one or the other gender, based on
experiences and |earning that occurs during the PE Then when
nmortal birth was iminent, we would tell the ordinance workers
whi ch one we want ed. Since it seens unlikely that we would be
al l oned such freedom there would have to be a sort of mark in our
spirits which would indicate which gender was appropriate, after
whi ch we woul d be inserted into the appropriate body type.

MORTAL GENDER PROBLENMS:

This di scussion is perhaps the nost disturbing of any in this
text. It raises all sorts of conplex, deeply enotional questions
about nortal sexuality: what about bodies that are hermaphroditic
because of a genetic error which are nonetheless filled by a real
spirit? What about bi sexuality, honosexuality, incest, bestiality,
etc. etc.?{*} These are troubling issues. But it is precisely
t he magni t ude of our enotional responses to these i ssues that | ends
sone credence to the claimhere that sexuality is the najor test of
nortality. |If these deviations created no response in us, then the
topi ¢ woul d obviously be of less significance. One m ght argue
that our responses are culturally conditioned, rather than being
deep-seated spiritual responses, and we cannot rebut such an
argument{*'}. This claimreverts to a statenent of belief.

POST- MORTAL & POST- RESURRECTI ON | MPLI CATI ONS:

One of the points at which this concept of pre-nortal gender
and nortal gender assignment and testing becomes particularly
expl anatory i s when one considers its inplicationin post-nortality
and post-resurrection life. A nmjor consequence of this particular
theory is that it provides a systematic explanation for the
doctrine that only individuals who achieve the Cel estial kingdom

0 A fairly recent formof sexual deviation that presents a curious tw st because it actually alters
physi cal gender, is sex-change surgery. In these procedures individuals, who have undergone al | egedl y extensive
psychiatric evaluation over several years, who persist in their request that they be altered, do undergo such
surgi cal procedures. The change can be in either direction. These individuals are screened psychiatrically
to prevent the surgery frombeing used as another formof experinmentation. Those who receive authorization for
the procedure are convinced that they were gi ven the wong type of body, that they are actually enotionally the
other gender. This claim that they are really the other gender, is the reason for such stringent psychiatric
screeni ng and eval uati on.

This allegation that the wong gender was assigned is a curious one in light of this npdel, and raises
various questions. It is difficult to guess what the eternal consequences to the individual's spirit are of
undergoing this procedure, but there nmust be sone effect. One also wonders whether the gender assignnent
process referred to el sewhere in this article canin fact msfire and inplant a spirit in the "wong-gendered"
body. Initially one is inclined to deny this possibility, but after renenbering hermaphroditic, etc. bodies,
it becones evident that the evidence is clear that sonme spirits are required to |ive anbiguous lives. (G ven
the SMD penchant for seeking neaning and reasons for everything we experience during nortality, it will be
distressing to have to explain why such peculiar body assignments were made.)

Inlight of recent "scientific" clains that honosexuality nay be, at |east in sone cases, traceable to
genetics, we will eventually have to accommpdate that form of deviation and its etiology into the PCS.

I ndeed, the strength of cultural conditioning in this regard is nmanifested today as we observe the
devel opment of children into teens and adul thood. It appears that there is an increasingly dimnished
sensitivity of these younger generations to these matters due to the fact that they are confronted continuously
with perm ssive nmessages from the various nedia. So our argunent is weakened by this evidence. But we
nonet hel ess hold to this claim
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will be allowed to continue to procreate as part of their eterna
progr essi on{ %} .

Inthis theory, it is postulated that there is a reversion to,
or persistence of, depending one one's point of view, prenorta
neuterness for any spirit that is unsuccessful in handling gender
and its related relationships during nortality. The spirits who
| ose control of gender during nortality through experinentation and
di sobedi ence develop patterns in their spirit matter that nake it
i npossi ble for the nortal gender assignnment to renmain in effect

when the spirit is stripped of its nortal transducer. But those
spirits who are properly continent and conpassionate wll be
"physical l y" conditioned and nodi fied in such a way that the gender
conferred on them as their mjor test here will automatically

remain in effect when they | eave.

The retention, or loss, of gender in the next world, then, is
an automati c consequence of our nortal performance. There is no
need for soneone to count up black marks and stars and to t hen make
a decision. W will be intrinsically formed or shaped in such a
way that post-nortal gender is organically and permanently
determ ned wi t hout there being a separate judgnent. In a sense, it
i s perhaps appropriate to i magi ne that the changes we make in our
spirit are ones that sonmehow actually create gender in our spirit.
Per haps our nortal sexual characteristics are in sone way tenpl ates
that we are actually working to fit our spirit matter into through
(di s-)obedience to the Iaws that govern these forces. So gender
retention/loss in post-nortality will be a process governed by the
operations of |aws of heaven, whatever they are, on our spirit
matter which will be in a particular state or condition based on
how we |ived{?®}. Again, a mechanical process, an autonmatic process
controlled by our own choi ces across the netanorphosis.

The ot her automatic consequence of this theory, which is an
exanpl e of explanatory power of good theories (even theories that
are wong!) is the way the doctrine of eternal procreation
nmenti oned above is explained. Only celestial spirits, who are the
ones who will retain gender, will be able to procreate. Noone in
any other kingdom will have the equipnent, or perhaps even the
interest in, the process of procreation.

ETERNAL PROCREATI ON

Note that this notion of eternal procreation, whichis glibly
referred to in doctrinal discussions, is typically presented in a
rat her nystical manner, w thout any explanation from S\D. The

2It is this type of unexpected explanatory power of theories that lends credibility to them One

expects that a theory will make predictions that are otherw se unattested.

We ask what will be the value or significance of gender in post-nortality. W see howit works in
the post-resurrection worlds, but what about post-nortality? |1t nmay be that the persistence of our gender
there, in a dis-enbodied state, will constitute another test for us. Continent persons will not be troubled
by the condition, while incontinent ones will be frustrated thereby.
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present theory at | east offers an explanation that seens possible.
However, it nust be pointed out that there is a major unstated
assunption being made by LDS: we assume that the procreation of
new spirits is a process anal ogous to the creation of nortal bodies
wherein two i ndi vi dual s are conj oi ned physically, each contri buting

a germ which conbine to produce a new body. This assunption
entails another: there nust be two spiritual genders. |s that how
spirits procreate? Mark Twain (LETTERS FROM THE EARTH)

notw t hstandi ng, there is nothing at all in SMDto suggest anythi ng
ei ther way.

At this point, let's pull in the issue of gender of spirit
messengers. There is not a single reference in the Christian Bible
to a female spirit appearing to a nortal. Al of themare nales

according to the scriptures. What does this nean? It could nean
that the nmessengers actually are all males. O it could nean that
they "appear' as males. O it could be that they are neuters, with
an appearance of maleness. O it could be that there is | anguage
interference again where grammatical gender confuses the real
picture. These spirits generally appear in light beans, in the

gui se of old testanent prophets, i.e. with long hair and robes. No
three-piece suits and paisley ties here. There is not one
doctrinal reference to a pre-nortal or post-nortal spirit being of
fem nine gender. None. No, not one. Even the references to a

heavenly not her, so beloved by LDS, are not found in the official
LDS canon. {*} The only evidence of '"authenticity' of these clains
is the fact that they occasionally appear in explications of
general authorities who are assuned to "know' what's really going
on. But those references mght be nore statenents of hope than
know edge.

To return to the issue of there being no fenal e nmessengers,
one is led to ask why that is. Could it be that there are in fact
femal es, but there is sone reason that they are not sent or
mentioned to us during nnrtallty° One is hard pressed to come up
with an answer either way.{?’}

Even in the Book of Mornmon and D & C and Pear|l of GP, there are scarcely any references to feninine
gender. The only ones | am aware of are to wonen, i.e. Joseph's nmother, in post-nortality. Does that nean
anyt hing? We obviously believe it does.

At great risk, one can't resist wondering why it is that LDS plead with such passion for a nother in
heaven. There may be no particular neaning to this conpul sion outside of the need to believe that there are
famlies there just |ike there are here. But one wonders whether this results fromsone Cal vinistic repression
that can't tolerate the anbi guous condition of Genesis, for which reason it attenpts to create an acceptable
description of the source of our spirits. The concept of genderless spirits is a disturbing one to us who are
assigned to a gender and conditioned to regard that as the "normal" situation.

It is interesting to note that the Egyptians believed in a "lady of heaven, mistress of the gods" who
was believed to be the "nother of the gods". (Budge 1969:328) Curiously, however, they don't have a heavenly
not her of manki nd. And Buddhi sts aren't troubled w th having powers (westerns are tenpted, incorrectly, to call
them 'gods') that appear in various aspects, including either gender, depending on the circunstances, etc.
Mot her Kali appears as a nurturing, fecund fenale, or as a black, destructive individual with masculine
behaviors. She is one manifestation of the prine nover, the other being a nal e-gendered entity that has two
aspects as wel | .

25 We are going to append a long footnote here to show you one line of reasoning that can be foll owed,
when using a straightforward |ogical review of the characteristics of our nortal bodies, conparing themto
spirits. W add this as a footnote to keep it out of the text. W do not really believe what this footnote
suggests, but it raises some issues that will eventually be explained to us.

Let's nove forward now into sone of the other inplications of the Genesis scripture about being created
in Hs imge. W nornally, happily go our way, thinking to ourselves that He is our dad and that we have
features like H's. True, He is glorified, whatever that really nmeans, but He | ooks like us or we | ook |ike H m
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CONCLUSI ON:

It is suggested here that gender is not an inportant
characteristic of prenortal spirits, whether it is "physically"

present in prenortality or not. However, gender assignnent with
itsramfications is believed to be the cardinal difference between
nortal and prenortal testing. A maj or consequence of nortal
testing will be the devel opnent of gender in spirits. Then, in

because this little scripture tells us so. So we believe. And this may, in fact, be true in spite of this
brief discussion which dares raise the question.

But, once nore, we have a sneaki ng suspicion that we mght be being I ed down the prinrose path again,
at least to sone degree. W wonder whether we nay not really look like Hm W fear that He may, if He were
revealed to us in his actual form look Iike something we would all terma "nonster". This is nasty heresy,
and we obvi ously woul d personally be happier if the peculiar argument presented here were incorrect.

To start expl aining how one m ght even begin to suggest that He doesn't look like us in H's official
glorified body, let's | ook at our own faces. Each of us has a nose, a nouth, two ears, two eyes, a tongue, etc.
And these things are wired into our brains through the organic electrical network of nerves. And sone of them
are al so attached through different networks of cellular wires to our lungs, etc.

Look at the lungs for a minute. What is their purpose? Their primary function is to allow the mxing
of oxygen with our blood and the renopval of carbon dioxide from that bl ood. At least that is the usual
expl anati on of their purpose. In fact, there are sone other rather interesting biochem cal transfornations that
al so occur in the lung involving prostagl andins, al pha-1 anti-trypsin enzyne, angiotensin, etc. But regardl ess
of the level of detail we enter here regardi ng the biochemi cal function of the lungs, the point renains the same
for this argunent.

The 1 ungs pass | ayers of bl ood across a 90 square neter al veol ar surface interfaced with "air" so oxygen
goes into the blood and carbon dioxide cones out. Then the blood returns to the netabolically active tissues
wher e oxygen is renoved and carbon dioxide is collected for disposal. So CQis exhaled and oxygen i s absorbed.
We repeat this process of breathing in and out 18 tinmes a minute for 70 years. The reason that it is necessary
i s because the carbon/wat er based chemistry which is characteristic of the metabolismof this particular world,
consurmes oxygen and produces CO,. Al hornmone and enzyne systems in the body, as well as other substrates,
el ectrol ytes, nessengers, etc. require a supply of oxygen to function properly. Mrtal life, on this planet
at | east, does not exist without it. (G anted, there are anaerobic pathogens, as well as an aberrant anaerobic
met abol i ¢ pathway activated under certain pathol ogical settings, but otherw se all eunetabolic processes are
aerobic.)

The physical pathway which oxygen takes to gets into the alveoli, or air sacs, is through the nose
and/ or mouth into the tracheo-bronchial tree. This is acconplished by having the di aphragmin the abdonen tense
and flatten out, thereby dropping intra-thoracic pressure to create a pressure gradient that then allows
at mospheric pressure to push air into the lungs. (It is pushed in, not sucked in.)

Now one asks, if we did not require oxygen, would the nose and nouth and di aphragm and | ungs be needed
by our body? | would say no, and i nvoke the Parsinony Principle. Everything in our body is mandatory and only
mandatory things are included in our body, so there is nothing (other than a few things like the vermform
appendi x, sinuses, etc.) that doesn't have a denonstrable purpose. And all of these purposes are related to
the needs of keeping a nortal body alive for a spirit tolive in for a few years.

And what about the eyes? What is their purpose? Answer: they are sinply the sensors that collect an
i nput stream of data that is passed along the optic chiasminto the brain where it is processed to create a

"mental " inmage of the adjacent environment. This allows the nortal body to keep track of where it is going,
allows it to aimat things around it, etc. But the eyes are only needed as input devices for the nortal brain.
The spirit body doesn't need them Eyes are specifically built to collect a certain segnent of the

el ectromagnetic spectrum of this nmortal world, just as the ears are created to collect another set of
frequencies fromthe sane spectrum

So our face, which consists of a variety of features, is basically a collection of tissue shapes and
organs that contain specialized nerves and which serve specific biological functions for the nortal brain only.
These features are crowded tightly onto the front of our skull and are arranged in a nice pattern. W each have
a pair of lovely eyes. They |ook nice, balanced on each side of our nose, hooded by nenbranous lids that are
fringed by little hairs, etc. But does our spirit need then? W think not. The spirit itself has uni nagi ned
capacities to collect data about the environment and does not depend on a pair of globes or ears to sanple the
el ectromagneti c spectrum

So one then begins to wonder why spirits who appear to nortals in supernatural visitations are always

provided with noses and eyes and ears. Do they really need then? And one wonders about this "in Hs imge"
scripture. Perhaps the mmjor reason they appear like nortals is so that the nortal is not shocked by the
appearance of a being that is markedly different than we are. We're wondering if what we see isn't really a
sort of holographic inage projected into our three-dinensioned world, using a shape famliar -and an
under st andabl e | anguage- to so that we will focus on the nessage, not the form Marshall MLuhan said that the
medi um | S the nessage, and in this case, he's right again. |f we saw sonething narkedly different, all we would
remenber afterward would be a visitation with a nonster and we woul d be upset. And equally inportantly, no one
else would believe us if we described such a creature and then tried to explain (IF we were capable of
under st andi ng the nmessage!) that there was an inportant nmessage being conveyed by it.

These sanme questions coul d be asked about all organ of a nortal body. Do resurrected beings need |ivers
and spleens and stonachs and kidneys and hearts and pancreases, etc. etc. It doesn't seem logical that a
"perfected’ being would need such organs because the sole function of those organs is to support life by
all owi ng the netabolismof this world to proceed inside our bodies. Then one asks what it is that occupies the
abdom nal cavity of a perfected being? And how did Christ in his resurrected state eat nortal food? etc.
We still do not understand either howthe gender scriptures should be interpreted, nor do we understand whet her
the Lord and perfected beings have bodies that fully nmatch nortal ones.
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postnortality and post-resurrection life, the gender we devel oped
during nortality will be present. That determ nes, then, who can
and who cannot, procreate{®} during eternity.

This theory does have explanatory power that pulls severa
di sparate doctrinal points together and relates themin a way that
makes sone sort of sense. This may be incorrect, but it is
nonet hel ess an intriguing concept. One of the fundanental effects
of this nodel is to denonstrate once nore that we are free agents
here in nortality, and that we are conpletely in control of our
destinies. There is no pre-destining for us. W make it on our
own. This is not detracting fromthe Lord. It is sinply one nore
possi ble proof of the Parsinony Principle wherein He sets up
processes and systens to allow things to be done with m ninal
effort.{*}

26
The assunption here is that the successful spirits will be granted the appropriate keys of the
priesthood for such procreation.

7 . . . . .
A fascinating comment is fromone of Gof's female patients who returned from her LSD nediated
experi ences convinced of the male gender of God:

"This unified divine vision seemed to be what she had been craving and waiting for her whole life. She
remai ned just one little step froma total fusion and oneness; just before she was able to merge with
the divine light, she realized that the Godhead is always nale, and she could not surrender and join
conpl etely.” (1977: 61)

Sur prising comment froma worman who apparently was sonething of a femnist. It is possible that her perception
of gender was sonehow col ored by her chil dhood indoctrination about the gender of god figures, but given her
current state-of-mnd we have to |eave open the possibility that she was actually reporting a fact. She
certainly has good Christian conpany.



