93 Hi everyone, 

ok, see I knew there was a bunch of stuff about April Fools Day other than the fact that it use to be centered around the court jester or fool. Last night during our Lunar Exorcism/Winter Solstice celebration, Paul brought up the fact that the Book of the Law was not written on the 8-10 of April but on the 1-3 and Crowley changed this because he didnt want the conotation of Aprils Fools Day for the writing of Liber AL. After some of the research I have done, I think he should of just kept it. April 1st is tied into the the Spring Equinox because its a week later, and it was considered the New Year for many cultures before the changing of the calendar.   Here is some of the stuff I have found, I know there is more but I cant find it right now. I have this book in storage called curious customs that has a whole thing about it. but anyways, here is some stuff.   
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Lynette       

-----     April Fools Day

brought to you by Web-Holidays.com  
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What is April Fools Day and how did it begin? Well, that is a very good question. The origin of this holiday is rather uncertain. However, the common belief holds that during the reformation of the calendar the date for the New Year was moved from April 1st to January 1st. During that time in history there was no television and no radio so word spread slowly. There were also those who chose to simply ignore the change and those who merely forgot. These people were considered "fools" and invitations to non-existent parties and other practical jokes were played on them. "All Fools' Day" is practiced in many parts of the world with practical jokes and sending people on a fool's errand.

Another thought is that the origin began with the celebrations of the Spring Equinox.

In Scotland, April Fools Day lasts 48 hours, day two is know as Taily Day and pranks involving the posterior are played. The victim of the practical joke is referred to as "hunting the gowk"; the gowk is the extinct cuckoo bird.

In France, he is the "poisson d'Avril" or "fish of April." The fish in April are newly hatched and easily caught.

Día de los Santos Inocentes is held in Spain on December 28th. This is The Feast of the Holy Innocents. It's celebrated similarly to April Fools' Day with practical jokes. 

The first of April, some do say,

Is set apart for All Fools' Day.

But why the people call it so,

Nor I, nor they themselves do know.

But on this day are people sent

On purpose for pure merriment.

-- Poor Robin's Almanac (1790) 

------------------------------------- 

April Fools! 

"The first of April is the day we remember what we are the other 364 days of the year." - Mark Twain  

First off... there appears to be no one singular origin to the widespread phenomenon of "April Fools Day." April Fools Day has been celebrated and observed for centuries in various countries and cultures, for different reasons, all over the world. Only a fool would be bold enough to proclaim that they know the one definitive answer to its origin. That's because there is no one definitive answer to its origin. What follows is only one of the origins, most related to Western astrology. (And I won't swear to you that I'm exactly right on all the little details.)  

Vernal Equinox and Easter 

To get started... many assume that January 1 has always been pretty much the day set aside for celebrating the beginning of the new year. Not so. From 14th to 16th century A.D., much of the Western world celebrated the new year on one of two days. Folks either celebrated the new year with a party that lasted from March 25 to April 1 - or they celebrated the coming of the new year on Easter, commemorating the resurrection of Jesus Christ. As we all know, the date for Easter varies from year to year. However, during that period of time (using the "Julian Calendar"), Easter normally occurred around the first part of the month in April. April 1 in the "Julian Calendar" was likewise approximately the beginning of Spring in the Northern Hemisphere - as marked by the "vernal equinox." This is why, in Western astrology, the Tropical Zodiac still begins it's yearly cycle in the Zodiac sign of Aries, marked by the "vernal equinox" and the beginning of Spring in the Northern Hemisphere.  

In 1582 AD, Pope Gregory XIII introduced a new and improved calendar for the "Christian world," and in this calendar (now called the "Gregorian Calendar") the beginning of the new year was changed and was now declared to fall on January 1 (more closely aligning the celebration of the new year with the birth of Jesus Christ). Ten days were deleted from the calendar, so that October 4, 1582 was followed by October 15, 1582. This change caused the vernal equinox (the first day of Spring) of 1583, and all subsequent years, to occur about March 21. Some years, such as the years 2000, 2001, and 2002, the first day of Spring occurs on March 20.  

Are you confused yet? I know I am - but, all of the above, really does have a purpose.  

April Fools and France 

>From 1363 AD on, France was one of those countries having the tradition of celebrating the new year on Easter. The story goes that in 1563 AD a young pompous King Charles IX (born 1550 AD– died 1574 AD) declared to his subjects that heretofore New Year's Day would be celebrated on January 1. (Notice this is prior to the "Gregorian calendar" change and the pope's edict in 1582 AD)  

When this happened, there were some folks who apparently either hadn't heard word of the king's edict or who had decided to stubbornly "stick to their guns" and defy the young king's edict - and, thus, they continued celebrating New Year's Day on Easter. Remember now... that Easter normally occurred around the first part of the month in April. These people, continuing to celebrate New Year's Day on Easter, were given the moniker of being "April Fools." It wasn't until 1567 AD that most of France finally got with the king's program and began celebrating New Year's Day on January 1. The French tradition of sending folks out on a "fool's errand" then began with a vengeance.  

Today, in France, April 1 is called "Poisson d'Avril." The tradition is that French children fool their friends by taping a paper fish to their friends' backs. When the "April Fool" discovers this trick, the trickster yells "Poisson d’Avril!" (meaning: April Fish!) The origin of the "fish tradition" is considered to be "unknown." However, it makes the most sense that the origin behind the "fish tradition" is that the Sun has now left winter and Pisces (the fishes) the final Sign of of the Zodiacal cycle and has now entered into the new birth and new hope of springtime in the Zodiac Sign of Aries (the ram).  

Related Links:  

Pesce d'Aprile! April Fool's in Italy 

In Italy, as in much of the world, April 1st is traditionally a day of practical jokes, pranks, and silliness. The origin of this custom is ancient and ambiguous, but one thing is certain: much buffoonery and hilarity will take place. 

93   Hi everyone   Ok, more on this . . . .   This makes much more sense that the Spring Equinox be the beginning of the year, because it is the birth. It is when the winter fades away and the spring brings life back so it can later die. it represents the ascent from the underworld after the descent into the underworld. its the first light of the sun after a long darkness.  this is the reason why christians picked this time of the year for their easter. it already fit so well into the already existing pagan attributes.    I will be posting things here and there about this. but i do think that we should observe the Holy Day of the writing of Liber AL on April 1st-3rd, which are the days it was written. I find that the date something occurs also has a distinct significance.   93/93 - Lynette   ------    Festival: April Fool's Day

Festival Location: Worldwide, Worldwide

Article Title: April Fool's Day

by: ©  Linda Campbell  2002 It is difficult to trace how April Fool’s Day originated, but it seems to be connected with the date of the New Year under the Julian calendar. 

Before the introduction of the Gregorian calendar by Pope Gregory I in 1582 AD, New Years Day was on March 25th with celebrations which lasted for about eight days! These ended on April 1st, possibly at 12 noon. This may be why trick playing is supposed to cease at 12 noon on April 1st. 

The custom appears to have originated in France, where people traditionally exchanged New Year gifts on April 1st. After the adoption of the new calendar, many people held on to the old traditions in spite of ridicule by the more progressive members of society. They became the butts of jokes, which gradually extended to the whole community playing tricks on each other such as sending apprentices on useless errands. 

April Fooling gradually spread from France, reaching Britain in the 18th century. 

Some researchers link the development of April Fools day with the medieval Feast of Asses or Feast of Fools. The latter was certainly very popular in France. It was not, however, associated with New Year as sometimes stated. The Feast of Fools occurred at the time of the Feast of the Circumcision on January 1st. Remember that in medieval times, under the Julian calendar, New Year was in March. 

It is difficult now to distinguish between the Feast of Fools and the Feast of Asses, which may also have been held in January. Many of the churchmen had specific feast days during the Christmas season: the deacons on December 26th (St Stephen’s Day), the priest on December 27th (St John’s Day), the choristers and mass-servers on December 28th (the Day of the Holy Innocents) and the sub-deacons on January 1st (the Feast of the Circumcision). 

The feast of the sub-deacons was later taken over by the Guild of Fools. The customs and buffoonery which then became associated with this feast probably had their origins in earlier pagan customs such as Saturnalia (held in December), when slaves were given temporary equality with their masters. 

During the Feast of Asses, the preacher impersonated the Hebrew prophets while arguing the Divinity of Christ. This sermon evolved into a drama, with 28 actors taking the part of prophets, leading a procession into church. This parade included Balaam riding an ass (a wooden or hobby horse) and this was enjoyed so much by the congregation that it developed separately until the festival became known as the Feast of Asses. 

The Feast of Asses gradually became incorporated into the Feast of Fools. Owing to the licentious behaviour of the congregation during the Feast of Fools, it was outlawed by the Council of Basle in 1435 but it no doubt persisted in some areas. 

It is possible that, deprived of the outlets provided by these two celebrations, some elements were transferred to April Fool’s Day. 

Various sources have even claimed that April Fooling may have originated in the Hindu festival of Huli or Holi. This is held in March and originally lasted for five days but in modern times only covers two days. On the first day a bonfire is lit and on the second day people throw coloured powder and water over each other. Holi is associated with the demoness, Holika. 

Prince Prahlad worshipped Vishnu despite being persecuted by Holika, who was immune to fire. Holika tried to kill Prahlad by holding him while a bonfire was lit around them. But Holika was consumed by the flames and Prahlad emerged unscathed. The feast commemorates the defeat of evil. 

The link between this ancient festival and April Fool’s Day seems to me to be very tenuous. 

However April Fool’s Day originated, it is a day for having fun. Unlike many of our other celebrations, it does not involve spending money in the form of presents or cards. It is a day purely for enjoyment!! 

This article first appeared on suite101 on March 30 2001 

Hi Lynette,
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I'm glad to see discussion on this...

I think it's a reasonably important issue in that if we as Thelemites are going to celebrate and hold reverent these three days of the writing of AL, then we should at least take the actual three calendar days into consideration.  Liber AL says that these are feast days.  Yet another tradition has sprung up that has become tradition by way of Crowley's and not Aiwass' instructions.

The question now is, do we defy a mere 90+ year-old tradition and honor AL?  Or do we give more importance to the messenger than the message?

93/93

pj

Hi Lynette,

93

 sororANATHE <belladonna93@earthlink.net> wrote:

[1]Before the introduction of the Gregorian calendar by Pope Gregory I in 1582 AD, New Years Day was on March 25th with celebrations which lasted for about eight days! These ended on April 1st, possibly at 12 noon. This may be why trick playing is supposed to cease at 12 noon on April 1st. 

[2]The custom appears to have originated in France, where people traditionally exchanged New Year gifts on April 1st. After the adoption of the new calendar, many people held on to the old traditions in spite of ridicule by the more progressive members of society. They became the butts of jokes, which gradually extended to the whole community playing tricks on each other such as sending apprentices on useless errands. 

pj:  Paragraph [1] brings up a fascinating corollary with the Pagan Goddess traditions as we know Liber AL starts with a principal adoration of Nuit.  And paragraph [2] strikes me as well...French Rosicrucianism plays an important role in the founding of America, especially with Ben Franklin's direct ties to French Masonry and Jefferson's seeming ties as well (he was a friend of Rousseau).

This post of yours seems to add a lot of weight to the argument being considered.

93/93
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93   Ok, I found the reference . . . . . I'm sure there are more out there, I'm still looking . . .      

"There is some evidence that <st1:City><st1:place>Crowley</st1:place></st1:City>’s confidence in his own infallibility did not go quite so far as it would seem, at least not in 1904. It is likely that <st1:State><st1:place>AL</st1:place></st1:State> was not dictacted on the three days commencing April 8th, but actually was a week before. <st1:City><st1:place>Crowley</st1:place></st1:City> was presumably privy to the continual ridicule that a new religion based on an April Fools Day starting point might attract, and so quietly changed the date. " 

Original info from Kenneth Grant’s Beyond the Mauve Zone on Page 34 (1999) 

This is an excerpt from Chapter One of Dave Evans “Strange Gods”. 

http://www.occultebooks.com/essays/LiberALarticle.pdf 

93/93

Lynette

93   Ok, I found the info on this im still looking so Im sure I will find more   enjoy   93/93 – Lynette

         "There is some evidence that Crowley’s confidence in his own infallibility did not go quite so far as it would seem, at least not in 1904. It is likely that AL was not dictacted on the three days commencing April 8th, but actually was a week before. Crowley was presumably privy to the continual ridicule that a new religion based on an April Fools Day starting point might attract, and so quietly changed the date. "   Original info from Kenneth Grant’s Beyond the Mauve Zone on Page 34 (1999)   This is an excerpt from Chapter One of Dave Evans “Strange Gods”.

http://www.occultebooks.com/essays/LiberALarticle.pdf 

Hi Lynette, 

93 

Page 34 of Kenneth Grant's 'Mauve Zone': "It is important to note that April the first is a date of major significance both in the mysteries of Freemasonry and Thelema.  Concerning the latter, April 1st was the date on which, according to Crowley's account in 'The Equinox of the Gods', Aiwass began transmitting the 'Book of the Law'.  As if to confirm the fact tha thte date is not a misprint, 'first of April' is spelled out in full.  It has been a source of puzzlement to more than one student why Crowley had maintained publicly, until 1936, that Aiwass had begun the dictation of AL on Aporil 8th.  Frater Achad suggested that Crowley was not slow to foresee the inevitable jibes arising from an April Fool joke perpetrated on him by his wife Rose whilst on their honeymoon.  Crowley did have a conscience about all matters pertainint to Liber AL and the Great Woprk, and when it came to the final reckoning he let stand what he knew to be the true date in a publication purporting to contain a precise docuemtnation of the events that occured in Cairo on April 1st, 2nd and 3rd, 1904." 

93/93 pj  

Hi Lynette, 93 As I go through my copy of 'Equinox of the Gods', published by the Caliphate, I don't see a corroboration of the Grant quote.  Of course, the Caliphate may have altered that.

93/93 pj

93   They most likley did. We need to get our hands on an early edition of the book (pre 60s) so we can make a copy of that.    thanks for looking that up   

93/93 - Lynette

93   

Ok, so this is what we will do. It is most likely in the first edition of "Equinox of the Gods". It's actually shocking you don't own it ;)   So . . . . . they will have it on file at the Library of Congress in Washington, we can view it there. They might even have it at the NY Library. Then we will get copies of the pages they are cited on.   Or, we can find someone online that might have this copy and request them to send us pdf scans of the pages they are mentioned on and pay them for it.   either way, its worth it. getting our hands on that will not only prove that it was written on the 1-3 of April, but also prove that the Caliphate delibrately changed it.    More reason that this Thelemic Big Brother thing has got to stop   Talk to you soon   

93/93 - Lynette

93   Ok, here is the info from the Library of Congress. They only have the 1974 edition on hand. But it is in the Equinox Vol 3 #1 if we can obtain that somehow.  BTW, take a look at the dewey decimal number. Usually all occult stuff is under 133.3, so I found this very amusing ;)   93/93 - Lynette        

 here is the info:   LC Control Number:     73021404 

Type of Material:   Book (Print, Microform, Electronic, etc.)

Personal Name:      Crowley, Aleister, 1875-1947.

Main Title:         The equinox of the gods : the official organ of the

                      A.·.A.·. / [Aleister Crowley].

Published/Created:  New York : Gordon Press, 1974.

Related Names:      Crowley, Aleister, 1875-1947. Book of the law. 

1974.

Description:        v, 137 p. : ill. ; 24 cm.

ISBN:               0879681578

Notes:              Originally published in 1936 as v. 3, no. 3 of the

                      Equinox. Cf. John Symonds. The great beast. 1951, 

p.

                      307.

                    Includes the author's The book of the law (p. 

[13]-38) and

                      bibliographical references.

Subjects:           Spirit writings.

LC Classification:  BF1301 .C76 1974

Dewey Class No.:    133.9/3

                         ______________________________

CALL NUMBER:        BF1301 .C76 1974

                    Copy 1

-- Request in:      Jefferson or Adams Bldg General or Area Studies 

Reading

                      Rms

-- Status:          Not Charged

Hi Lynette, 
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I have the Weiser 1973 printing of the Equinox Vol. III, No. 1 (known as the 'Blue Equinox').  And I can't find the reference in it.

93/93
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93   

Hi Everyone   ok, I have contacted Peter Koenig so he can contact Michael Staley so he can ask Kenneth Grant. LOLOL   and I actually got a response. do you believe it.   this is in reference to the line "first of April" in the Equinox of the Gods that was changed. You will find this very very interesting. I kept all the headers in tact as proof of these correspondences.    

93/93 - Lynette   

mail from koenig . . . .   X-Envelope-To: belladonna93@earthlink.net 

X-Real-To: belladonna93@earthlink.net 

X-Sender: koenig@mail.cyberlink.ch 

X-Mailer: QUALCOMM Windows Eudora Light Version 3.0.6 (32) 

Date: Tue, 21 Jan 2003 14:14:43 +0100 

To: Soror Anathe <belladonna93@earthlink.net> 

From: "Peter-R. Koenig" <koenig@cyberlink.ch> 

Subject: grant 

 hi

 please use this email address. i have forwarded your mail. and added some of my own comments, below:

 >"There is some evidence that Crowley?s confidence in his own  >infallibility did not go quite so far as it would seem, at least not  >in 1904. It is likely that AL was not dictacted on the three days  >commencing April 8th, but actually was a week before. Crowley was  >presumably privy to the continual ridicule that a new religion based  >on an April Fools Day starting point might attract, and so quietly  >changed the date. "

 it is for certain that Liber AL was a poem developed over quite a lengthy period of time. the original manuscript's entries are written with different ink colours, etc. Jerry Cornelius has analysed this matter profoundly.

 in the near future, i will post online an indepth analysis of crowley and aiwass. i will notify you.

 >I had a friend look up in the 1973 edition of the Equinox (known as  >the Blue Equinox) and it could not be found. 

 the blue equinox is NOT the equinox of the Gods, the latter is the book Grant is referring to.

To: Soror Anathe <belladonna93@earthlink.net> 

From: "Peter-R. Koenig" <koenig@cyberlink.ch> 

Subject: answer 

 hi

 michael staley answered ------------------------------------------------

 To: koenig@cyberlink.ch Yes, there is a reference to the first of April in 'The Equinox of the Gods'. However, your correspondent would only find it in the 1936 and 1937 editions. In the more recent reprints, Breeze has altered the text to read the 8th. I don't know precisely where in the book it occurs. There is a footnote in 'Beyond the Mauve Zone' giving more details - i.e., page number in the first edition of 'The Equinox of the Gods'. I don't have the book to hand, but can be more specific about it if your correspondent wishes. Fraternally, Michael.

93   ok, more from Michael Staley

Date: Wed, 22 Jan 2003 12:55:53 +0100 

To: Lynette <belladonna93@earthlink.net> 

From: "Peter-R. Koenig" <koenig@cyberlink.ch> 

Subject: Re: grant 

 hi

 michael staley:-----------------------------------------------------

 I checked this in 'Beyond the Mauve Zone' last night. The reference to the First of April appears on page 87 of my 1936 edition of 'The Equinox of the Gods', in an account of the events leading up to the reception of 'The Book of the Law'. Here, Crowley says that it must have been on this day that his wife told him to go into the Temple on three successive days for an hour each time. This account in 'The Equinox of the Gods' follows quite closely the account given in 'The Equinox' Vol I no. VII, article 'The Temple of Solomon the King'. However, in that account Crowley gives 7th April as the day that his wife told him to go into the Temple. The 1936 edition and, I gather, the 1937 edition carry errata slips, neither of which correct the reference to the First. It is unlikely that Crowley would have failed to spot such an error, if error it were. This matter is covered in Kenneth Grant's 'Beyond the Mauve Zone', chapter 2 'The Masonic Masque'. It was, I believe, Frater Achad who first spotted the discrepancy re dates. Fraternally, Michael.

Hi Lynette,
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This is fascinating!  Can't wait till we get more proof.

93/93

pj

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

Let's not overlook the obvious. Maybe the reception of Liber L by Aiwass was an April Fool's joke. At the time the G.D. was having the schism Mathers was discedited along with the cypher manuscripts, Fraulein Sprengal and being in contact with the Chiefs. The general trend amongst the schismatic groups was to make contact with the Chiefs. If contact could be made with the Chiefs a valid offshoot lineage to the G. D. could  continue. Could it not be possible that to start his own magickal Order Crowley, in a fit of high inspiration wrote Liber L himself on April Fools Day, then he created a fantastic story of it's origin to give validity to the Order he was starting?        The G.D was a valid and viable working magickal order regardless as to whether there ever were any Secret Continental Rosicucian Chiefs. But back in that day an Order needed a charted lineal succession to be considered valid so Mathers made it up. Crowley knew this and may have decided to take it upon himself to make up his charter with the Chiefs. A few years ago I noticed something written in 1903 in The Collected Works of Aleister Crowley that sounded an aweful lot like parts of Liber L. I forgot what work it was. I'll have to find it again. I guess maybe it's just a coincidence that Aiwass has a similar poetic style as A.C. around that same year. The point is the A.A. would still be a valid system of attainment even if the origins of Liber L were made up and it was just merely a Holy Book written in an ordinary manner under a fit of rapid inspiration like the other Class A Libers.         I'm calling it Liber L because this discussion is about the book at the time of it's reception and not after Frater Achad discovered it's Key (31). L and AL sound the same to the ear.         Crowley was searching the world over looking for a New System for the Next Step. Egypt became his choice spot and he could continue with the G.D. symbology since the A.A. was Next Step along the lines of the the G.D. the officers change stations. The Hierus representing Horus, in the West, moves to the East and becomes the next Hierophant and the Hegemon representing Maat in the middle of the temple moves to the West and replaces the Hierus. On the following Equinox the Hegemon-Maat becomes the next Hierophant. Crowley or Aiwass took the metaphor of the officer change in the Equinox Ceremony to explain the Equinox of the Gods. 1900 marked the beginning of the 20th Century. There was a mentality at that time that a New Millennium was beginning. What better way to sybolize the Next Step in the G.D. tradition than to represent a change in officers as Hierophants? Continuity in the tradition is preserved as well as a new way being inaugerated.         

The ends justify the means. Students sign Probation Oaths and do the work and keep Records and master each level of A.A along the way and Attain. If a person needs to believe the Order is governed by Secret Chiefs and the head of the Order is in contact with those Chiefs then they have the myth of Aiwass. Nuit gives certainty, not faith, in life. I don't see where belief in Aiwass as the transmitter of L is a requirement. We have become very Christist if we have to believe in Aiwass. Isn't it good enough that we consider A.A. a valid system of attainment and do the work? If Crowley perpetrated a hoax it would have just been for those people that needed proof the Order was in contact with the Chiefs before they would consider the Order valid.         

The G.D had developed Black Lodge mentality and was failing to initiate and Crowley was trying to save the Order by branching off and starting his own Order. Contact with the Chiefs have Crowley the Charter to start his own Order. If he needed to Fool people with his Aiwass story he could have felt the ends justify the means because the Fool who is leaping off a cliff jumping into something he understands not, eventually unpacks his bags and becomes the Magus. In a very serious and straightforward way Crowley tells this fantasti

New Aeon and then passes out pledge forms to join his Order of the Great White Brotherhood. By the time the Fool Wakes up and becomes the Magus he won't care that he has been duped, fooled. His attainment will stand on it's own merits.         

Crowley probably realized too many people would think it was a hoax if he went with the plan of using April the First as the starting date for the reception of Liber L. He probably figured there weren't going to be that many people who would believe the story. The story is so fantastic only a fool would believe it anyhow so he went with the April 8th date. Thirty years later  Crowley's conscience must have caught up with him and he published his clue that Liber L is a hoax. The clue is that it's dictation began on April the First.         

The biggest blow for me personally was reading Aidan Kelly's "Crafting the Art of Magic" and discovering Gardner made up his Book of Shadows. I had been a Self Initiated practicing Gardnerian for about a year and the half and had celebrated about 12 Sabbaths, Consecrated my 4 Elemental Tools and all the other implements of the Craft. When my Priestess found out it was all made up she lost total interest in what we had spent most of the past two years dedicated to. After that we worked to make up our own trad with limited results and eventually Wicca fell to the wayside for us. I would have been interested in continuing with Gardnerian Wicca even if the Book of Shadows was the result of scholarship instead of initiation from old Dorthy Clutterbuck. But my Priestess was disillusioned.        

At the time I discovered Gardnerianism was made up and was already aware the Cypher manuscrips were also made up the thought had occured to me that The Book of the Law might also be a similar hoax that has yet to be exposed. Liber L is a pretty fool-proof hoax since there is no way to Gno for certain what happen at noon on those three days or even when the book was written or even if it was at noon or in three days. It's a Logical Fallacy to even try to so nobody can construct a logical argument to disprove the Existence of Aiwass. Holes have been punched through both Mather's and Gardners story because those stories rely on the existence of other people and the actions of those people. Gardner has his copy of The Book of Shadows that he copied from Dorthy Clutterbuck but he turned her copy back over to her and never saw it again. We have to take Gardner's word he really copied the book. Dorthy was dead when Gardner came out with his tradition. Fraulein Sprengal has never been found. Where are Mather's letters of correspondence with his Chiefs? As good as the G.D. hoax and the Gardner hoax were the Liber L hoax if it is a hoax is even harder to disprove. Let's not forget the roots of the R.C. tradtion with the Rosicrucian Manifesto and how a highly symbolic and yet bogus document started an occult revolution and revival. Does it really matter that there wasn't a Rosicrucian underground prior to 1606? In Greek, poetry and prophesy are the same thing and poets and prophets are the same. Crowley was a poet/prophet and Liber L is a work of poetry/prophecy. Many works of poetry are works of prophecy and Liber L doesn't have to be dictated by a preaturnatural intelligence to stand as a work of prophecy.        

Crowley was know for knee jerking leg pulls and was a master of dead pan comedy. The bottom line is I think Crowley needed validation to charter his own magickal order and Liber L gave him that validation. The Gnostic Mass and the OTO weren't in Crowley's wildest imaginations in 1904. I think he was just looking for a way to validate the A.A. Later when he introduced Liber AL to the OTO he doesn't call it a Holy Book. Liber AL is described as the Charter to Universal Freedom. There is nothing outrageous in that claim. Liber AL stands on it's own merit as a Charter to Universal Freedom. The Equinox of the Gods is the Liber that tells the story of how L came about and in 1936-7 Crowley states it happen on April the First. I think that statement right there sums i

and the Chiefs on the Contient and Dorthy and the Book of Shadows and the secret underground Rosicrucians..         

Belief is not a requirement of the Thelemic System.  Attainment within A.A. is proof enough the system is valid.  Do we have to reduce ourselves to Christic levels to work the Thelemic system? If believing Liber L was transmitted by a Secret Chief and and believing this inspires a person to perform the Great Work then fantastic. The Gnostic Way is to do the work and Know the Truth for yourself personally. It's Catholic to simply believe. The destruction of the myth of Aiwass will weed the Catholics out from the Gnostic Flowers and a trully Thelemic garden will grow. Right now there are too many Black Brother and Black Lodge Catholic believers in Crowleyanity who are NOT doing the Great Work. The Rosicrucians, G.D., Gardnerians all survived the discovery that the founding documents are hoaxes and Thelema will survive as well. But there will be a lot less Catholics around to starve out the flowers.         

The G.D. had degenerated to a Black Lodge system by the time of the schisms and it was at that time it was discovered there were no Secret Chiefs. If you ask me Thelema has become nothing but a Black Lodge at this time and maybe it's time for things to be purged. The OTO is a money making corporation run by Inepts with nothing but self seeking power strugglers in the ranks. Berson and Eales both claim Magister Templi and if they have not trully earned that Grade then they are Black Brothers by definition. Seckler charges money to gain admission to her College so in essence she has expelled herself. Everything within Thelema is in schism with itself clear down to the Camp I'm in that has two initiators that won't even talk to each other about an upcoming initiation. Thelema has become one giant Black Lodge from end to end. With all of the criticism within this group about the Caliphate, Seckler, Berson and Eales why not just bring the whole Tower crumbling down on the Inepts? If it becomes widespread

will be a lot of people who will loose interest in Thelema and the Aspirants can move on to the Next Step.        

 O Lion and O Serpent that destroy the destroyer, be mightly among us.         

O Lion and O Serpent that destroy the destroyer, be mighty among us.        

O Lion and O Serpent that destroy the destroyer, be mighty among us.          

Goodbye Thelema goodbye.     

Love is the law, love under will.   

Fraternally,   

Frater Thoth Anubis

93    

Frater Thoth Anubis ". . . . .I guess maybe it's just a coincidence that Aiwass has a similar poetic style as A.C. around that same year. . . . ."   Lynette: Well you have to understand, Crowley was still the voice, regardless on how the symbols were transmitted to him, the words would have a Crowley sound to them because that is how the higher conscious relates to the conscous mind. It has to use the speech and linquistics that are already programmed within us.     Frater Thoth Anubis"The biggest blow for me personally was reading Aidan Kelly's "Crafting the Art of Magic" and discovering Gardner made up his Book of Shadows. I had been a Self Initiated practicing Gardnerian for about a year and the half and had celebrated about 12 Sabbaths, Consecrated my 4 Elemental Tools and all the other implements of the Craft. When my Priestess found out it was all made up she lost total interest in what we had spent most of the past two years dedicated to. After that we worked to make up our own trad with limited results and eventually Wicca fell to the wayside for us. I would have been interested in continuing with Gardnerian Wicca even if the Book of Shadows was the result of scholarship instead of initiation from old Dorthy Clutterbuck. But my Priestess was disillusioned.         

At the time I discovered Gardnerianism was made up and was already aware the Cypher manuscrips were also made up the thought had occured to me that The Book of the Law might also be a similar hoax that has yet to be exposed. Liber L is a pretty fool-proof hoax since there is no way to Gno for certain what happen at noon on those three days or even when the book was written or even if it was at noon or in three days. It's a Logical Fallacy to even try to disprove the Existence of something and so nobody can construct a logical argument to disprove the Existence of Aiwass. Holes have been punched through both Mather's and Gardners story because those stories rely on the existence of other people and the actions of those people. Gardner has Clutterbuck but he turned her copy back over to her and never saw it again. We have to take Gardner's word he really copied the book. Dorthy was dead when Gardner came out with his tradition. Fraulein Sprengal has never been found. Where are Mather's letters of correspondence with his Chiefs? As good as the G.D. hoax and the Gardner hoax were the Liber L hoax if it is a hoax is even harder to disprove. Let's not forget the roots of the R.C. tradtion with the Rosicrucian Manifesto and how a highly symbolic and yet bogus document started an occult revolution and revival. Does it really matter that there wasn't a Rosicrucian underground prior to 1606? In Greek, poetry and prophesy are the same thing and poets and prophets are the same. Crowley was a poet/prophet and Liber L is a work of poetry/prophecy. Many works of poetry are works of prophecy and Liber L doesn't have to be dictated by a preaturnatural intelligence to stand as a work of prophecy. "   

Lynette: First off, Aiden Kelly has been "kicked out" of the Garnderian lineage because he is an oathbreaker. He has some deep seeded problems and went on this huge vindicitive quest to destroy the Gardnerian Craft by destroying the reputation of Gerald Gardner. And he published many things that werent true. Where he could not find the truth he simply made it up.  He disected the BAM after him and Isaac Bonewits went to Canada to take photgraphs of it. His initial intention was to do a study of the origins of the contents. None of the Book of Shadows was "Made Up". It was compiled over a series of 3 years with the structure of the Golden Dawn and OTO, The Thelemic Holy Books, and his extensive knowledge in Ceremonial Magick, Goetia, Tantra and the Mystery Traditions.    As for Dorothy Clutterbuck, she did not exist. That was a made up name to protect the people that did exist. At the time Gardner was part of one of George Pickingill's 13 covens that started at the turn of the Century. Pickengill concentrated mostly on the "Man in Black" and the worship of a Horned God Mysteries and balance to the work. He expounded on work that Pickingill already did.  Gardner never copied a book from DC, all he did was respect the wishes of the Witch Cult he belonged to and didnt publish the work that they did. He had bigger plans. He saw the flaws in it and the opportunity to bring elements of both Ceremonial Magick and the Witch Cult (i use this wording instead of witchcraft because the working of spells was not the intent) together.   If you read the BAM, it is mostly the writings of Crowley that make it up. After Gardner made Doreen Valiente a 3rd degree she decided to go in and change a lot of the wording because she hated Crowley. This was not Gardner's wish at all. At this time Gardner was chartered by Crowley to run the English OTO. His hopes was to formulate a revision of the Mystery Traditions in the structure of the OTO. At the time the rule was the rituals could be changed but the structure had to remain the same. And it did. Hence all the similarities to the Gnostic Mass.    I have attached a document that breakes down the BAM and shows all the excerpts from the Holy Books and Crowley's writings. It's a good read and very recommended.   Looking forward to your response   

93/93 - Lynette

Care Frater Thoth Anubis, 
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Thank you for the interesting post. In your comment "Lets not overlook the obvious," I would have to respond to that comment with "While it is an observation, it most definitely is not obvious.  

Your comment overlooks one important thing and that is the beliefs, values and ethics or Crowley. Despite Crowley’s faults and insecurities he was valued his LOGOS. Take for example his attending the various court trials that involved Mathers. Crowley refused to take the witness stand as a witness as he knew that Mathers would bring up his involvement in homosexual activities. As it was during the Victorian times, Crowley could have faced jail time for his sexual acts. If he took stand he would have faced 2 options; jail or perjury. He chose to not take the stand as a witness. That, in itself shows that Crowley was a man valued his word very deeply. As well, although he was not a Christian, look at his upbringing and look at how he viewed the memory of his father. He idolized his father and his father had a very strict moral code. It would have been unfathomable for Crowley to even stoop to level of deceit.  

In your comment of "If contact could be made with the Chiefs a valid offshoot lineage to the G. D. could continue." 

Why would Crowley have the desire to do this? The Golden Dawn was an invalid lineage as it was proven that Mathers had not been properly initiated. Let us look at Liber LXI in which it states that the Golden Dawn failed to initiate. Why would Crowley even conceive building an order that was an offshoot to this? Remember, one cannot place new wine in old wineskins.  

****Could it not be possible that to start his own magickal Order Crowley, in a fit of high inspiration wrote Liber L himself on April Fools Day, then he created a fantastic story of it's origin to give validity to the Order he was starting?***** 

Possible, but not probable.  

*****The G.D was a valid and viable working magickal order regardless as to whether there ever were any Secret Continental Rosicucian Chiefs.**** 

I disagree with that. It was a valid Masonic type structure in my opinion, but it was not a valid magickal order. Lets look at the words from LXI in which it is said "The rituals were elaborated, though scholarly enough, into verbose and pretentious nonsense: the knowledge proved worthless, even where it was correct: for it is in vain that pearls, be they never so clear and precious, are given to the swine" and "In short, the Order failed to initiate." When a person sets out to dupe others as you are claiming Crowley did we have to look at their motive. Crowley did an excellent job in explaining that the Golden Dawn had fallen into "Shit" if you excuse the grammar.  

Remember Crowley’s association with the Phoenix. When that Phoenix is burnt up, it is destroyed. Crowley destroyed the Golden Dawn so why would he need to justify his actions to continue with some lineage that was defunct.  

****But back in that day an Order needed a charted lineal succession to be considered valid so Mathers made it up. Crowley knew this and may have decided to take it upon himself to make up his charter with the Chiefs.**** 

I think you are confusing the A.’.A.’. with the OTO. We need no charter in the A.’.A.’. for a link with the Secret Chiefs. Since when do we need men to say that we have formed a link with praetor-human entities?  

****The point is the A.A. would still be a valid system of attainment even if the origins of Liber L were made up*** 

I disagree totally with that comment. One must build the temple before god can reside in it. Look at what you are saying. Your comment is saying that the Secret Chiefs would forge a link with Crowley even if he was a deceitful person that forged an order out of a lie. For a person to do such a thing, that would mean that the person perpetrating that lie was never properly initiated. It is impossible for that to happen. As well, if that situation arose and it was all a lie, the A.’.A.’. would have been exactly what it destroyed, the Golden Dawn. 

*****Egypt became his choice spot and he could continue with the G.D. symbology since the A.A. was Next Step along the lines of the G.D. tradition.*** 

Crowley always had an affinity towards Horus. He assumed that god form on a regular basis, even prior to the destruction of the Golden Dawn and receiving of Liber Al vel Legis. But I am concerned, you keep mentioning that the A.’.A.’. is the next step in the Golden Dawn. Crowley incorporated the grade system as it is based upon the Tree of Life. It was simplistic. The A.’.A.’. would have been no less valid if he had based it upon the grade system of some other order.  

***In the Equinox Ceremony of the G.D. the officers change stations. The Hierus representing Horus, in the West, moves to the East and becomes the next Hierophant and the Hegemon representing Maat in the middle of the temple moves to the West and replaces the Hierus. On the following Equinox the Hegemon-Maat becomes the next Hierophant. Crowley or Aiwass took the metaphor of the officer change in the Equinox Ceremony to explain the Equinox of the Gods.***** 

Once again, Crowley liked the way the Golden Dawn was set up and chose that as the basis for the A.’.A.’. as it is simplistic, but that does not make the A.’.A.’. a continuum of the Golden Dawn as you are perceiving.  

****1900 marked the beginning of the 20th Century. There was a mentality at that time that a New Millennium was beginning. What better way to sybolize the Next Step in the G.D. tradition than to represent a change in officers as Hierophants?***** 

Actually it is a modern thought. The new Millennium is the 1st year of the change. 1901 would have been the new Millenniuum. As well, once again you are under the impression that the A.’.A.’. is built upon the Golden Dawn. It is a completely different order. It just so happened that Crowley was at one point a member of an extinct order and liked the way it was set up in the system of grades.  

******Continuity in the tradition is preserved as well as a new way being inaugurated.**** 

It was not Crowley’s intent to preserve the Golden Dawn. He intended to destroy it. That would be the same if I pick-up a 9mm pistol and shot a thief through the heart and then gave him CPR to keep him alive. The Golden Dawn was tainted  

*****The ends justify the means. Students sign Probation Oaths and do the work and keep Records and master each level of A.A along the way and Attain. If a person needs to believe the Order is governed by Secret Chiefs and the head of the Order is in contact with those Chiefs then they have the myth of Aiwass.**** 

I disagree with that assessment. As a part of the A.’.A.’. I do not need to have the head of the order to be in touch with the Secret Chiefs in order to at some point form a link with the Secret Chiefs. Your statement takes on the point of view that one can never form a link with the Secret Chiefs unless one is in the A.’.A.’. and that specific lineage has formed a link with the Secret Chiefs. I do not think that the Secret Chiefs could care less about that situation.  

There is some radical point of view out there concerning this and that lineage being the true lineage, etc. Hogwash. I can form a link with them without that situation. It is me, as a Magickian, that forms that link. Yes, my teacher helps me overcome obstacles with the Secret Chiefs and gives me guidance, but it is not the teacher that forms that link between me and the Secret Chiefs.  

You are forgetting the first 4 chapters of AL: 

I,1: Had! The manifestation of Nuit.  

I,2: The unveiling of the company of heaven.  

I,3: Every man and every woman is a star.  

I,4: Every number is infinite; there is no difference.  

No where in those verses does it say that I need someone above me that has formed a link in order to form that link. Remember, when Crowley created the A.’.A.’. he had no one above him? Is Crowley better than me that I need that but he did not? Once again: 

I,3: Every man and every woman is a star.  

I,4: Every number is infinite; there is no difference.  

*****Nuit gives certainty, not faith, in life.***** 

I am confused. While understanding where you are going with this it is an oxymoron. You list verses of AL as being important (which they are) but then you state that Crowley invented them. If a person creates a lie, that makes the work fiction. How can one base their religion on a lie?  

****I don't see where belief in Aiwass as the transmitter of L is a requirement. We have become very Christist if we have to believe in Aiwass.***** 

Who said we have to believe in Aiwass to be a Thelemite? Thelema is Love and Will. There is nothing in there that mentions believing in Aiwass. As well per AL I,21: With the God & the Adorer I am nothing: they do not see me. They are as upon the earth; I am Heaven, and there is no other God than me, and my lord Hadit. But if you think it is a lie, then you can’t actually believe anything Crowley says. Crowley was the priest/prophet of Thelema. Why would one embrace a religion in which the priest/prophet is a liar?  

***** If Crowley perpetrated a hoax it would have just been for those people that needed proof the Order was in contact with the Chiefs before they would consider the Order valid. ****** 

Disagree. Why? Success is my proof. I do not need for someone to prove something to me. I find that proof on my own. I did not join the A.’.A.’. due to the fact that my teacher had success. I will find that on my own. Anything else is the dogma of Paul.  

***The G.D had developed Black Lodge mentality and was failing to initiate and Crowley was trying to save the Order by branching off and starting his own Order.*** 

That is incorrect. Crowley did not branch off from the Golden Dawn. He destroyed it He had no need to save anything.  

I do not doubt the intelligence of Crowley, but for AL to have been a hoax he would have to have been more than a prophet. Remember, much of AL fulfilled itself after it was written. Look at what happened to Rose after the book was written. How could Crowley had known what would happen. He did not understand a lot of AL, even unto the end. If he had written it he would have known what it meant if he wrote it. How would he have known Achad would uncover what he did when he did not even know Achad at that time? 

Well I have rambled enough. I enjoyed the conversation. I am a little confused as to your affection towards the Golden Dawn, but you have your reasons. 

I will close with this. For some reason you think that Thelema is the OTO and the A.’.A.’.. Those are orders yes, but one need not be a member of any of those orders to be a Thelemite. Remember, Love and Will. If I aspire to that, regardless of what religion I am, I am a Thelemite.  
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John

Hi All, 93 I notice many similarities in Liber AL to Egyptian texts as well as Hindu, including the Bhagavad-Gita. Were this also a question of "plagiarising" ideas, people in Europe and in the East have little or no concept of it. It brings this comment by Lynette to mind: It has to use the speech and linquistics that are already programmed within us. You also have to consider Liber AL in the context in which it was written, the date and time period it occurred. There's not really anything "new", just presented in a different form.   93,93/93 Cammy

Hi Mike,

93

You make some very salient points here...and that I agree with overall.  Yes, Thelema has devolved into one big duped extension of the Black Lodge.  And yes, it would be very Christist to 'believe' in Aiwass (in my view).  Certainly it has become a tradition to validate a Rosicrucian style order on a myth (lie)...Christian Rosencreutz tomb and perhaps as you say...Aiwass.

Personally, I don't 'believe' in anything at all.  But I would say that the story of Aiwass seems to bear a certain merit only insofar as the amazing quality of the glyphs of Liber AL seem to support the story.  And in a dualistic universe (below the Abyss), if we have a Black Lodge, then we have Secret Chiefs of the Great White Brotherhood.

Note that in the lineage of the A.'.A.'. that I and others are building, we have no Adepts nor Magus' to claim some connection with the Secret Chiefs and that we are working towards making such contact by virtue of our Aspiration towards Attainment.  And I can only say personally, that as the system of the A.'.A.'. has proven invaluable for me in the past, I am left with that much more 'faith' that what I am working towards in my own development is credible and as related by Crowley and others.

You are most profound when you say as you have...it's about the work.  Everything else is a distraction.  Perhaps these distractions are fun on an egroup like this...so mote it be.  And I hope that there's enough that goes on around here that proves helpful in regards to getting that work accomplished...knowledge bases and inspirational discussions, et al.

It is interesting (in support of your argument) to note that Crowley was never really certain as to whether or not Aiwass was his Holy Guardian Angel.  And I have been pursuing a research project that may put Aiwass (and the Adeptus Minor Without) amongst the Nephilim and Enochian Entities.  At this time, I have nothing conclusive on this but find it a fascinating pursuit.

Perhaps Runar can join in on this discussion and share some of his ideas on what the Enochian Entities are in his experience.  (I'd be real interested in this Runar).  But what I'm getting at here is that while your argument is quite sound, there may yet be some information that needs to be added that would ultimately provide a whole other paradigm by which to interpret Liber AL and it's reception, along with some of its prophecies fulfilled...including Achad's 'Key'.

93/93

pj

Hi Cammy,

93

While one could certainly make a credible argument for the syncretic nature of Liber AL, and I have found this to be a sublime beauty in and of itself, I would also argue that there is new Gnosis within the text.  A great example would be its declaration about the rituals of the old Aeon.  This harmonizes AL with the measurement of time as per the Rig Veda and the Hindu cosmogony.  Yet to call them black is a certain announcement that something has gone wrong that needs to be corrected.  And here perhaps, we can also see some alignment with the ancient Gnostic idea of a demiurge...noting that the ancient Gnostics were also aware of the Starry Gnosis upon which the Rig Veda also bases itself.

93/93
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Hi All, 93 I had another thought on this issue of transmission and AL.  In college, when I first started writing poetry seriously, I had some profound experiences that seemed quite mystical to me.  It seemed to me as if I was hearing the words and merely acting as a scribe.  I used to say that I was getting my words from Apollo...that they were his words coming to me by way of his muses.  And there were a few instances where words came to me that I did not understand and yet were used correctly...even in one case, teaching me about something I had not known about (the Rosetta Stone). With this experience in mind, though Aiwass as a praeter-human communicating intelligence may still be some what of a leap...for me, it is not that far-fetched at all. 93/93 pj

Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the law.     Dear Lynette:     First off I didn't know this:   Lynette: First off, Aiden Kelly has been "kicked out" of the Garnderian lineage because he is an oathbreaker. He has some deep seeded problems and went on this huge vindicitive quest to destroy the Gardnerian Craft by destroying the reputation of Gerald Gardner. And he published many things that werent true. Where he could not find the truth he simply made it up.    This would certainly have created a bias to Kelly's writings. I thought his CAM was a work of scholarship rather than a form of attack. I didn't know much about the Pickernell stuff either. There is a lot I don't know about Gardnerianism since after Kelly's book I haven't pursued that path since about 1992. It's a shame that someone can come along and spoil all the fun with a book.        Dear John:   I'm not sure you understand your roots as well as what you are presently involved with.    In your comment of “If contact could be made with the

Chiefs a valid offshoot lineage to the G. D. could

continue.”

Why would Crowley have the desire to do this?       Let's take a look at Liber LXI:   6. "Hear then the history of the system which this lection gives you the opportunity of investigating."   7. "Some years ago a number of cipher MSS..."    My point is the System of A.A. and G.D. are one and the same System. The A.A. is a New Order reformulation made from the ashes of the old G.D. System. Why else would the History of the A.A. System bother to go all the way back to the Cypher MSS in telling the story of the System. Why doesn't the History Lection just start with Aiwass and 1904? Because the A.A. is a New Order of the old G.D. Crowley was continuing with his G.D. work by founding the A.A.So in telling the History of the Order Crowley begins at the beginning of when the G.D. became visible. Prior to the Cyper MSS the G.D. was alleged to be a secret continetal Rosicrucian Order. The Rosicrucians first became know about in 1606 when Andrea Valentine published the Roscrucian Manifesto. If we are to believe that document, the Brotherhood R.C. has been existing underground for hundreds of years prior to the publication of the Manifesto. When Liber AL says, "this shall regenerate the world, the little world, my sister, my heart and my tongue." "Little world" is a reference to the Rosicrucian Order. In other words Liber AL she regenerate the little world, i.e. the Rosicrucian Order, the same one Andrea was referring to, the same one who used the Cypher MSS, the same one Mathers was Chief of. But this time the R.C. will be founded and based on Liber AL instead of Cypher MSS or the Rosicrucian Manifesto. Liber AL will regenerate the Order.    7. "... They attracted much attention as they purported to derrive from the Rosicrucians. You will readily understand that the genuineness of the claim matters no whit, such literature being judged by itself, not by it's reputed sources."    This brings me around to one of my main points about the theory that Liber L may be an April Fools Day hoax. The book stands on it's own merit, not on the merit of where it's reputed to be derrived from. Even if it were not dicted by Aiwass it still ushers in a modern morality code and creates a new theological system based on everything has a secret center that is identical and everything is an outward manifestion of contiNUITy giving us all a unique perspective. Liber L is still a Qabalistic treatise, Holy Book and Charter for Universal Freedom.    The Order of G.D. worked well as an initiatory body until Woodman died and Wescott resigned. It was when Mather's became the sole authority that there was scandal and schism. There were no checks and balances with Mathers in charge solely. Mathers started expelling people left and right saying he was just following the Chiefs orders. The members started checking into the Chiefs and found out there weren't any and that Cypher MSS would doubtfull. The body of Osiris was broken assunder. The schismatic members began to go thier own way and forge a link with the Masters or Chiefs themselves directly. A link destroyed the Golden Dawn so why would he need to

justify his actions to continue with some lineage that

was defunct.   21." Without Authority they could not do this, exalted as their rank was amongst adepts."     I think you are confusing the A.’.A.’. with the OTO.

We need no charter in the A.’.A.’. for a link with the

Secret Chiefs.  

No but you need the link with the Secret Chiefs. That's my point. The Reception of Liber L establishes the Link, conferres the Authority to forge a New Order. All the other schismatic branches were trying to scry or invoke the Chiefs. Crowley's claim is that the Chiefs contacted him while vacationing in Cairo.  

****The point is the A.A. would still be a valid

system of attainment even if the origins of Liber L

were made up***

I disagree totally with that comment. One must build

the temple before god can reside in it. Look at what

you are saying. Your comment is saying that the Secret

Chiefs would forge a link with Crowley even if he was

a deceitful person that forged an order out of a lie.

For a person to do such a thing, that would mean that

the person perpetrating that lie was never properly

initiated. It is impossible for that to happen. As

well, if that situation arose and it was all a lie,

the A.’.A.’. would have been exactly what it

destroyed, the Golden Dawn. 

 The Golden Dawn was a valid system on initiation forged on a lie that there were Secret Chiefs on the continent. A good number of true initiates came out of the G.D. from Dion Fortune, Florence Farr, Papus, Felkin, Yeats, Maud Gonne, Waite, Allen Bennett, Authur Machen, Gareth Knight, Paul Foster Case. The problem wasn't that the System couldn't initiate or even that it was founded on a slight misrepresentation. The main problem began when Mather's became the sole authority. It became a Black Lodge because Mather's ego was too big and in the way and surviving on the order meant being on Mather's good side or having something to offer him. Pissing Mather's off was suicide. The members didn't know if they should be loyal to the Chief or loyal to thier friends who were being expelled over nonsense. Instead of pursuing the Great Work people became more concerned with tearing Mathers apart and finding holes in his claims to being in touch with the Chiefs. There was an energetic scramble to make contact with the Secret Chiefs and this replaced the Great Work of spiritual advancement, balance, enlightenment, healing, spiritual alchemy, etc.         This same problem is happening today with the A.A. Instead of a triumvirate system nobody can work together and everybody has gone out and forged ahead with A.A. systems with only one Head in each lineage and each of these heads has all claimed Adept, Master and Magus. If they haven't crossed the Abyss and are a Master of Samadhi, they are Black Brothers by definition according to A.A. system guidelines. The A.A. in effect has become a Black Brotherhood like the Golden Dawn before it. Now we are looking at the possibility Liber L wasn't written on April 8th, 9th and 10th. Liars usually do change thier story eventually. I'm not suggesting Crowley outright lied. But I am entertaining the possibility he pulled our leg and then gave himself away in Equinox of the Gods.         Crowley can have his cake and eat it to. He writes Liber L and it was trully inspired. He goes back to England and wants to create a New and Reformed Order of the G.D. and R.C. All the other schismatic groups are scrambling to make contact with the Chiefs to validate thier Order and Crowley makes the claim that Aiwass contacted him and gave him the Authority to start a New Order. But he makes the claim on April Fools Day and so if anyone who has attained anything from the Great Work gets wise to it Crowley can say "April Fools!" Crowley can say you really shouldn't think I expect you to believe the Aiwass story do you? But the story led to the belief in the validity of the A.A. system and you began the work and you attained and are all that much the better for it. I didn't lie to you. It was an April Fools joke and I left you the clue buried in my writings. The cake is that Crowley founds the A.A. with the claim the Chiefs have been in touch with him and he gets to eat it because technically it wasn't deceit because he left the clues that gave it away that Aiwass was a hoax.         If the A.A. Student list h

that's called the introverted irrational type in Jungian 

psychology...and is in the cases of periods containing artistic creativity, 

including myth :)
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or maybe the experience or phenomenon, in and of itself, was 

called Aiwass?

93

Cammy

Care Thoth Anubis,

93

You: I'm not sure you understand your roots as well as

what you are presently involved with.

Me: I understand the roots of the A.'.A.'. very well

actually and I understand that the A.'.A.'. is a

similar system of grades, etc, but your comments did

not state that. While it might not have been your

intention, your comments were putting forth gave the

impression that Crowley had the intent of building the

A.'.A.'. as a continuation of the Golden Dawn. That

was not his intent. Liber LXI, vs 20 "Thereupon these

two adepts conferred together, saying: May it not be

written that the tribulations shall be shortened?

Wherefore they resolved to establish a new Order which

should be free from the errors and deceits of the

former one."

vs 16, He thereupon by his subtle wisdom destroyed

both the Order and its chief. 

Notice the words "former" and "destroyed." 

Look at the word former.  

You: My point is the System of A.A. and G.D. are one

and the same System.

Me: Just because a system resembles another does not

make it "One and the same system." As before, Crowley

could have chosen any number of ways to set the

A.'.A.'. up, but he was taught in the Golden Dawn

System. That does not make them the same system. If a

particular thing is not broke, why fix it? The system

of the Golden Dawn worked, but the Order was

destroyed. Just because Crowley used that particular

system does not mean he was trying to keep that order

alive and that is what you initial post reflected.

You: The A.A. is a New Order reformulation made from

the ashes of the old G.D. System.

Me: System yes, but not lineage. 

You: Because the A.A. is a New Order of the old G.D.

Crowley was continuing with his G.D. work by founding

the A.A.

Me: I Disagree. Crowley had the intention of leaving

and becoming a Buddhist and had left, but came back to

support a friend. I am not sure as to what you are

basing that point of view on. 

I will use an example. I was a Boy Scout. I learned a

great deal from them. If I decided to make some group

in my home town so that teens could interact and

perform outdoor activities I would most liely make it

similar to the Boy Scouts. Does that mean that I am

continuing my work with the Boy Scouts? No. It means I

liked the way the Boy Scouts was set up so I used it

as a platform to create my group. 

You: The book stands on it's own merit, not on the

merit of where it's reputed to be derrived from. Even

if it were not dicted by Aiwass it still ushers in a

modern morality code and creates a new theological

system based on everything has a secret center that is

identical and everything is an outward manifestion of

contiNUITy giving us all a unique perspective. Liber L

is still a Qabalistic treatise, Holy Book and Charter

for Universal Freedom.  

Me: I am very aware of what AL represents and I

understand Nuit and Hadit. If Crowley had indeed

committed a hoax (that is a lie regardless of how you

paint it) he would not have achieved what he did. Do

you understand the importance of one's Logos? You are

indeed making the statement that a person is able to

live a hoax (once again a lie) for 40 years and still

not taint one's Logos. 

You: The schismatic members began to go thier own way

and forge a link with the Masters or Chiefs themselves

directly. 

Me: And you are saying that although the order was

destroyed due to the order being schismatic Crowley

started another one based upon the same situation. A

tainted LOGOS that Mathers had. 

You: No but you need the link with the Secret Chiefs.

Me: Nope. When I became a Probationer in the A.'.A.'.

I did not have a link with the A.'.A.'. It will be

formed over time and with work. You are saying that

the only way to form a link with the Secret Chiefs is

to become a part of an order that has that. It is the

work that I do that forms that link. 

You: The Golden Dawn was a valid system on initiation

forged on a lie that there were Secret Chiefs on the

continent. A good number of true initiates came out

of the G.D. from Dion Fortune, Florence Farr, Papus,

Felkin, Yeats, Maud Gonne, Waite, Allen Bennett,

Authur Machen, Gareth Knight, Paul Foster Case.

Me: But those initiates that you just mentioned did

not create that lie. You are under the impression that

it is the order that makes a person an initiate. Why

do you feel such a need for affinity towards an

order?It is not that order that gives you

enlightenment but the work you do. If crowley

perpetuated a hoax and a lie for so long he would not

have been able to forge that link. Once again, the

Logos. That reminds me of the Caliphate. Gotta have

loyalty to some earthly order to achieve something in

life. 

You: Instead of pursuing the Great Work people became

more concerned with tearing Mathers apart and finding

holes in his claims to being in touch with the Chiefs.

Me: You are contradicting yourself. At one point you

speak of the lineage and then you speak of the Great

Work. As well, do you think it possible to accomplish

the Great Work and yet be a liar? In a sense that is

what you are saying becuase crowley would have to have

been a liar to perpetuate such a hoax.

You: This same problem is happening today with the

A.A. Instead of a triumvirate system nobody can work

together and everybody has gone out and forged ahead

with A.A. systems with only one Head in each lineage

and each of these heads has all claimed Adept,

Master and Magus. 

Me: Since when is working together, etc part of the

A.'.A.'.? The A.'.A.'. is not the OTO and not some

masonic order that we all get along. Once a person

becomes a Probationer, technically speaking he or she

might only know 10 people above him. A teacher for

each grade that they advance. And of course their

students as well. The A.'.A.'. is not like the Golden

Dawn in which there is a get together every few days

at a temple, etc. It is individual work that may or

may not involve a teacher. If I achieve 5=6 for

example, I do not have to have some earthly master

over me in order to advance to 6=5. How do you think

Crowley achieved Magus? 

You: If they haven't crossed the Abyss and are a

Master of Samadhi, they are Black Brothers by

definition according to A.A. system guidelines.

Me: That is incorrect. A Black Brother is someone that

has attempted to cross the abyss. Once one attempts

the crossing they either become a Babe of the Abyss or

a Black Brother. Paul is my teacher and the head of

our lineage and their is no one in the lineage above

him and he has not crossed the abyss. Are you saying

that makes him a Black Brother?

You: He goes back to England and wants to create a New

and Reformed Order of the G.D. and R.C. 

Me: Once again, you are forgetting the Phoenix.

Something being destroyed and being in ashes (as the

Golden Dawn was) is not the same as Necromancy as is

you are suggesting. The Phoenix was not partially

destroyed. It was complete destruction. All the other

schismatic groups are scrambling

You: But the story led to the belief in the validity

of the A.A. system and you began the work and you

attained and are all that much the better for it. 

Me: You are forgetting one thing and that is someone

that is truly seeking truth does not have to have to

believe in some praetor-human entity to believe in a

system. That is christist. That suggests a blief in

something. Once again, I do not need a belief or

faith. Success will be my proof.

You: A person could attain enlightenment through the

A.'.A.'. even if spiritual awakening of the founder.

Me: Agreed and if that is the case, why would Crowley

have tainted his Logos by doing that then? 
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 thothanubis <thothanubis@earthlink.net> wrote:

My point is the System of A.A. and G.D. are one and the same System. The A.A. is a New Order reformulation made from the ashes of the old G.D. System. Why else would the History of the A.A. System bother to go all the way back to the Cypher MSS in telling the story of the System. Why doesn't the History Lection just start with Aiwass and 1904? Because the A.A. is a New Order of the old G.D. Crowley was continuing with his G.D. work by founding the A.A.So in telling the History of the Order Crowley begins at the beginning of when the G.D. became visible. Prior to the Cyper MSS the G.D. was alleged to be a secret continetal Rosicrucian Order. 

pj:  I think it is still important to consider the A.'.A.'. as a part of the Rosicrucian line.  And I do think your analysis of what Crowley was trying to do is essentially accurate.  The mythmaking (Rosicrucian Manifesto & Cypher Manuscripts) gave a certain magickal power at the time, which is ineffective today as we can much more easily check for authenticity.  And as I acknowledge the truth of the existence of the Secret Chiefs, I suspect that they came to know this as well and found the need to communicate directly with someone capable of hearing their voice.

Mike:

The Rosicrucians first became know about in 1606 when Andrea Valentine published the Roscrucian Manifesto. If we are to believe that document, the Brotherhood R.C. has been existing underground for hundreds of years prior to the publication of the Manifesto. When Liber AL says, "this shall regenerate the world, the little world, my sister, my heart and my tongue." "Little world" is a reference to the Rosicrucian Order. In other words Liber AL she regenerate the little world, i.e. the Rosicrucian Order, the same one Andrea was referring to, the same one who used the Cypher MSS, the same one Mathers was Chief of. But this time the R.C. will be founded and based on Liber AL instead of Cypher MSS or the Rosicrucian Manifesto. Liber AL will regenerate the Order. 

pj:  I would disagree with the idea that "Little world" is a reference to a specific assemblage of people.  That would for us as Thelemites, have us duped by the Black Lodge in the same way that the three desert religions have been duped; each thinking of themselves as the one true religion or one true people espoused by some god.  Rather, I see "Little world" as this earth as not the larger worlds of the solar system or the galaxies of the Universe.

Mike:

Now we are looking at the possibility Liber L wasn't written on April 8th, 9th and 10th. Liars usually do change thier story eventually. I'm not suggesting Crowley outright lied. But I am entertaining the possibility he pulled our leg and then gave himself away in Equinox of the Gods. 

pj:  I would say that Crowley outright lied, due to his apprehension of the date and in his sincere desire to communicate Liber AL to the world.  It seems this work is the summit of his H.G.A. experience (and not any proof of a higher grade of Initiation), which was prolonged and lasted through the production of all of the other Holy Books of Thelema.  This seems to show proof of Adeptus Minor Without, though not Adeptus Minor Within.  The latter seems to me to have never been attained as he was still subjugated by too many of his tendencies and prejudices.

Mike:

Liber E states that we are "... in no wise rely upon or believe in that master. He must rely entirely upon himself and credit nothing whatever but that which lies within his own knowledge and experience." <snip> Crowley specifically states that you are NOT to believe in the Master and reply on what you know for yourself through your own personal experience. I wasn't around in Egypt 99 years ago. I don't know what happen then. It's not my experience. Liber E from Vol 1 No 1 of The Equinox says to NOT believe the Master if it's something beyond your own personal experience. I take that as an instruction that for the course of my Initiation that I am not even to believe Crowley if he makes a claim beyond anything I can experience. It's not my fault that other people who get involved with Thelema can't follow these instructions and run out and believe things beyond thier experience when they were told from the get go not to. 

pj:  First off, when my former and alleged Master started telling me that he was my H.G.A., I had a real problem; especially in light of Liber E.  So as I came to formulate the lineage that I and others are trying to build, I made sure that one clear instruction was important from the outset...each of us are working on our own Initiation and I can not be a person to evaluate their success nor confer anything upon them.  This Eastern idea that the Chela waits for the Master to declare that the Chela has attained enlightenment is nauseatingly slavish.

But more interesting for me was in reaching a certain point in my Zelator Initiation.  As I had and still have no Master in the A.'.A.'. to instruct me with certain guidance, I have found interesting instruction from a variety of sources over these last several years that has helped me to measure stages in my progress.  One interesting source was a gentleman who is also a member of this community, Runar.  He relayed to me certain concepts about prophecy and a correspondence on the Tree-of-Life.  This struck my Khu with great profundity and opened up a free-flow of energy within me.  This has lead me to understand Liber AL in an entirely new light confirming the level of understanding that is expected of the Zelator and as related in Liber AL itself:

AL III.64:  "Let him come through the first ordeal, & it will be to him as silver."
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That's fascinating and I did not know that...though I wonder that Jung didn't mean a-rational when he said that.  But it adds another measure to approaching the idea of transmitting new Gnosis from 'inner plane contacts'.
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I would expect there to be no etymology on Aiwass as a word describing a particular experience of any kind.  And we should consider that Aiwass is but one of a list of names that Crowley allegedly contacted.
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93   Hi Paul   All the Jungian terms are in the Jungian Glossary I posted under Glossary Project those terms are all listed. It's a good read and would be an asset to incorporate into our discussions on magick.   93/93 – Lynette

actually the term i mentioned i found in The Portable 

Jung while skimming the Personality Types section...but still, it's very 

useful to involve those definitions.

and i will start a Latin grammar thread...don't want to get 

rusty...lol.
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Cammy

Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the law.       Note: Italics are from previous post and I am You  and you are Me.   You: The A.A. is a New Order reformulation made from

the ashes of the old G.D. System.

Me: System yes, but not lineage.     We are now in agreement that it's the same System.  I can argue it's the same lineage and you can argue back  it's not the same so to save you time I'll present both cases  and let's leave it at that. I have to get things done around the house.    It's the same lineage because Crowley himself is the link back to the G.D. He was a 5=6 or whatever officially of the G.D. Being that Grade of the G.D.  made it so he was a genuine link to the G.D. but not of a Grade high enough  to confer the Authority to start his Own Order. He states in Liber LXI that he  didn't have the Authority to found a New Order and began to prepare the Temple.    It could be argued it's the same System but not the same lineage. Crowley broke  with the Chiefs and so it would be kind of analagous to Paul's situation. Paul made  it to Zelator in the Motta lineage but now the link is broken and so it's the Roveli lineage now. And now the tast is like what Crowley's was which is to do the work to establish a link with Higher Powers.    I think it's splitting hairs to say you guys are Motta lineage or not and it's splitting hairs to argue whether the A.A. is part of the G.D. lineage via Crowley himself.    You: No but you need the link with the Secret Chiefs.

Me: Nope. When I became a Probationer in the A.'.A.'.

I did not have a link with the A.'.A.'. It will be

formed over time and with work. You are saying that

the only way to form a link with the Secret Chiefs is

to become a part of an order that has that. It is the

work that I do that forms that link.    I'm not addressing the logic of the Probationer. I'm addressing the logic of the person founding the Order. Crowley founded A.A. and in his time and day it was customary for Orders to have some Authority via a Charter or permission or something.   pj:  I think it is still important to consider the A.'.A.'. as a part of the Rosicrucian line.  And I do think your analysis of what Crowley was trying to do is essentially accurate.  The mythmaking (Rosicrucian Manifesto & Cypher Manuscripts) gave a certain magickal power at the time, which is ineffective today as we can much more easily check for authenticity.    My point with this whole thing to begin with is that Liber AL could be a myth/hoax to validate his Order. Period end of story.    You: The Golden Dawn was a valid system on initiation

forged on a lie that there were Secret Chiefs on the

continent. A good number of true initiates came out

of the G.D. from Dion Fortune, Florence Farr, Papus,

Felkin, Yeats, Maud Gonne, Waite, Allen Bennett,

Authur Machen, Gareth Knight, Paul Foster Case.

Me: But those initiates that you just mentioned did

not create that lie. You are under the impression that

it is the order that makes a person an initiate.     I think my real point is the Work makes a person an  initiate and that regardless of the mythological origins of an Order a person CAN be initiated. Regardless as to whether the Cypher manuscrips were made up or Liber AL was made the Order can still initiate.  Why the G.D. was failing to initiate was all the infighting.  People weren't doing the Work anymore and it became  political.   You: This same problem is happening today with the

A.A. Instead of a triumvirate system nobody can work

together and everybody has gone out and forged ahead

with A.A. systems with only one Head in each lineage

and each of these heads has all claimed Adept,

Master and Magus. 

Me: Since when is working together, etc part of the

A.'.A.'.?   Liber LXI vs 31: "Also he conferred upon D.D.S., and OM., and another the Authority of the Triad, who in turn have delegated it unto others,  and they yet again, so that the Body of Initiates may be perfect, even from the Crown unto the Kingdom and beyond."   When I was referring to working together I wasn't  referring to working as members of a temple getting together to do rituals or perfrom initiations or do Grade work together. I was referring to the leadership of  the not being in the hands of a single person,  that there be a Triad so that the "Body of Initiates may be perfect, even from the Crown unto the  Kingdom and beyond." The G.D. wasn't such a bad System  when there was a Triad running it and it became a problem when Mathers became the sole authority. In order to prevent a similar problem with the A.A., Crowley instituted a ruling Triad as part of the system.Motta tried to continue with that  concept but it has failed and now each lineage has one head.  This is why the A.A. is not one perfect body from Crown to  Kingdom today.    You: If they haven't crossed the Abyss and are a

Master of Samadhi, they are Black Brothers by

definition according to A.A. system guidelines.

Me: That is incorrect. A Black Brother is someone that

has attempted to cross the abyss. Once one attempts

the crossing they either become a Babe of the Abyss or

a Black Brother. Paul is my teacher and the head of

our lineage and their is no one in the lineage above

him and he has not crossed the abyss. Are you saying

that makes him a Black Brother?   Did I have to write outthe entire One Star in Sight Liber to  prove to you that I have read and understand the system  so that you won't disagree with every point I made just  because I wasn't absolutely complete? What I was referring to  above were the people of the A.A. who are claiming Master of  the Temple8=3 Grades but yet possibly having NOT attained  those Grades.It's a completely different story for someone to not  be anywhere near  high adept and to admit that they have lot's  more work to do.But if a person is claiming 8=3 and they haven't  crossed the Abyss then what exactly are they? I'm an 8=3, a  Master of the Temple,I haven't crossed the Abyss yet, I'm not a  Master of Samadhi, I don't need to work on Abyss crossing or  Yoga anymore since I claim the Grade that proclaims me a  Master of those things already. If a person is claiming 8=3 and they haven't crossed the Abyss doesn't that mean they failed? There would be nothing wrong with someone claiming 7=4 and having the work to back them up that they got that far and that they are waiting for the momentum of thier work to push  them across the Abyss. But to claim 8=3 without actually making  the crossing, smells fishy to me.    Me: Once again, you are forgetting the Phoenix.

Something being destroyed and being in ashes (as the

Golden Dawn was) is not the same as Necromancy as is

you are suggesting. The Phoenix was not partially

destroyed. It was complete destruction. All the other

schismatic groups are scrambling   Somewhere I wrote from the Ashes of the G.D. and so there was the allusion to complete destruction of the System.  Your referrence to the Phoenix if carried to the fullest exent would imply that even though the Phoenix was burn up  entirely that when it comes back it's still a Phoenix again.  The A.A. is the reincarnation of the G.D. but it's still the same  beast.    You: A person could attain enlightenment through the

A.'.A.'. even if spiritual awakening of the founder.

Me: Agreed and if that is the case, why would Crowley

have tainted his Logos by doing that then?    Again since you don't seen to get what I stated to begin with, It's possible Crowley made up the story of Aiwass and the 3 Days to give the A.A. a Spiritual Authority. It's what was in fashion at the  time amongst the other offshoot schismatic branches of the G.D.  The original Authority for the G.D. was the Cypher manuscripts and  the alleged Chiefs on the continent. When it was discovered there were no Chiefs on the continent and that Mathers was the sole authority they rebelled. When the G.D. was run by three Chiefs it at least ran smooth. So when Crowley, as a schismatic former member of the G.D. Order  and continuer of the G.D.--Rosicrucian Lineage System founded his A.A. along G.D.--Rosicrucian lines, he made corrections. He put the Triad back into the System as stated in Liber LXI verse 31. He broke it up as a Lodge System since he felt the Lodge wasn't the way to get things done. Most of Crowley's  learning in the G.D. was done on a One on One basis when he lived with Bennett and so in my opinion that is where Crowley got the idea that the Great Work could continue with less trouble if people worked One on One  instead of working in a Lodge. Everything now in place for  New Order exept the Authority. Had there been someone higher than they were at the time it would have been a simple matter to go to that person and ask for a Charter to start the New Order. But the founders of A.A. were the highest Adepts around at the time. B.P. Blavatski talked a lot about  Ascended Masters, Hidden Masters, Secret Chiefs. The other schismatic G.D. groups at the time were making great efforts to contact those Chiefs from another plane of reality for Authorization for thier Orders. One of two things happen. Either those Chiefs, Masters, Ascended Ones, contacted Crowley in Egypt in 1904 and gave him the Book of the Law which is his charter and authority to found his New Order, or Crowley made it up that his book was dictated to him. Maybe the book was dictated on April the First

automatically assume it's a hoax and he switched the dates. Or maybe it is a hoax that would give him the Authority he needed to found a New Order. If it is a hoax maybe he wanted people to know that or be able to figure it out. An April Fools joke is not a lie. You are a Fool until you figure it out and then you realize it was a hoax. For the people that would demand an Order to have some sort of Authority, Crowley can relate his claim to a conversation to the Chiefs giving him the Authority and nobody can prove him wrong. Crowely says right up from not to believe anything ouside your realm of experience. It's kind of like Simon Says. Crowley asks you not to believe anything and then tells you an outrageous tale of a meeting with a Chief. He asks you to believe it but he never said Simon Says. If you believe it you are a Fool." These are Fools that men adore, both thier Gods and thier men are Fools." In other words the Spiritual Authority and the Chiefs and Gods are Fools but men adore them and given them credence. Nuit is the stars in the Heaven and there is no other Spiritual Authority than the Stars themselves to confer Authority. What more Authority than the Stars in the Heaven does Crowley need to found an Order for people to Aspire to and do the Great Work in?  The people that expect an Order to have Authority from somewhere are Fools. No Order ever had Authority. All Systems of Attainment were made up by somebody at sometime. Then typically they say it was made up a long time ago and relate some miraculous tale to the founder. The A.A. is no exception. But Crowley couldn't go back in timefor his Authority. Mathers tried that one and failed at it. There wasn't anyone Crowley could contact to give him Authority. But Authority was something that in that daywas needed more so than today. The Authority of the A.A. comes from Aiwass, the Secret Chief. Crowley was either contacted by an entity or he made it up and got the idea from the other schismatic groups. Crowley wanted tried to give up Magick and get into 

defunct and he didn't get along with the other schisms and wanted to continue with the work. He decided to found his own Order. Again since you don't seen to understand where the possible motivation for Crowley to make up the story could have come from, he needed Authority to found an Order, at least that was the mindset of the day. The other groups were trying to contact the Masters to give them Authority. If a Master contacted Crowley then he would be free to found his Order and have the Authority that there wasn't any temporal place for him to go to get.    As far as him tainting his Logos or whatever you want to call it or are even talking about all I have to say is this. I've read of lot of Bhagwan Shree Rajneesh and he talks a lot about Masters. When they are alive there are human beings just like everyone else. They have a asshole tendancies like the everyday average Joe. They have a small body of followers while alive because most people won't put up with thier bullshit. Take for example Ray telling PJ that he is his HGA. There are very few people who are attracted to a particular Master from his writing and speaking that would be able to actually engage in a Master--Disciple relationship because the Master is basically a human being like the rest of us regardeless of what kind of hype or promotion he is using. But after a Master is dead he becomes a Saint and never did any wrong. His flaws are smoothed over and covered up and all kinds of virtues are placed on him. People that knew him personaly and were disciples then scamble for the mantle of who is going to be in charge of the Church. In our case it was Germer. After he died then it became a scramble between Motta, Sekler, McMurtry, Grant. Now with Motta dead there is yet further splits between Berson, Eales etc. Anyhow besides the natural progression that happens in 100% of cases with great Masters there is the whitewashing of the Masters qualities. Churches spring up  in the Masters name by people that never knew him and wouldn't have put up with hi

Churches is that the Master was Holy and Ineffable. It seems to me as though you have caught that bug. So now Aleister Crowley is George Washington and chopped down the Tree of Life but can't tell a lie. Can you imagine a President that has never told a lie? But we are brought up to believe that Washinton never lied. Has anyone ever gone back into history and written an expose of lies Washington was caught red handed with. If you want to believe Crowley never lied or was incapable of a lie then more power to you. It doesn't interest me to go through all his books and letters and diaries and try and find a lie to prove to you that he Saint Crowley must have made up at least one or two fibs along the way. If you ask me Crowley was ever so aware of what happens to Masters when they die and that he did everything in his power to make sure he would never be made a holier than thou Saint. Try as he might,  here you are in a quandary over the prospect that just maybe possibly he lied about something. Most Orders, Covens, Circles Groups in existence has a Myth of how it all began. And in most cases the Myth is bullshit. But Thelema is an exception. Thelema is gospel truth because the man who founded it wouldn't taint his Logos or whatever you want to call it and found an Order on an untrue Myth since the founder cannot tell a lie. Crowley was beyond that level of moral temptation. I think it's hysterical. He has the Students read everything about all Systems of Attainment and instructs us not to believe in the Masters. All Systems have a founding Myth. After studying all the other systems looking for what is common in them all and then hearing his Aiwass story a Student should have enough education to realize it's a leg pull especially since it was written on April the First. So to wrap up this discussion at least for myself I go back to my first statement which was about not overlooking the obvious, that maybe, just maybe it was an April the First joke. He founded his Order, the A.A. on the same Authority that every oth

with The Fool and the Fool becomes, transforms, reincarnates as The Magus and is a Fool no longer. The first step in the path, this path or any other is to leap into something that you have no idea what you are getting involved with and to be Fooled while chasing butterflys. Some Fools fall off the cliff I suppose and others are spared by the dog pulling them back away. It's not stated whether it's neccessary to take the plunge off the cliff to become the Magician or not fall off. In any case if it is a hoax then we have all been Fooled and that was the first step in the path and we are Magicians now so who cares. The ranks within Thelema are getting crowded now and more Fools arrive everyday. If there was ever a time for widespread knowledge that Liber AL just might be a hoax then time is now. Thelema needs to go into a period of Silence. We need to stop admitting hordes of people who are Fools of the lower type. We need to clean the ranks out of the Fools. Most Fools of the lower type who need to cling to something to believe in will exit the ranks of Thelema to go and get fooled by something else if talk that it might be a hoax becomes widespread knowledge. Those who are serious about the Great Work will still be around.    pj:  I would disagree with the idea that "Little world" is a reference to a specific assemblage of people.  That would for us as Thelemites, have us duped by the Black Lodge in the same way that the three desert religions have been duped; each thinking of themselves as the one true religion or one true people espoused by some god.  Rather, I see "Little world" as this earth as not the larger worlds of the solar system or the galaxies of the Universe.   We are all to interpret the Book for ourselves and I can certainly respect any difference in interpretation you may have. I would just like to point out that  I didn't just associate the term "little world" with the Rosicrucian Fellowship on my own. Paul Foster Case in his True and Invisible Rosicrucian Fellowship  book makes mention that "th

world" is the RC. Little world is an established  metaphor for the RC. This metaphor would have gone back prior to the G.D. days. Crowley most likely would have been aware of the metaphor at the time of AL.  Aiwass would have known of the metaphor even had Crowley not known of it. Since Aiwass dictated the book perhaps it was Aiwass's intention to connect  Liber AL to the RC Fellowship and make the suggestion that the book would regenerate the Fellowship. Perhaps you are right and the little world is just a reference to planet earth. That was my thought until I discovered it was also a metaphor for the RC.    Love is the law, love under will.   Fraternally,   Frater Thoth Anubis

Hi Mike,
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Your arguments remain salient and profound.  I did not know that the phrase "Little world" was a Rosicrucian description.  It certainly adds a new level of insight into what Nuit is saying in Liber AL.  And I would argue that this does not contradict my interpretation of the line at all...both are compatible and I would even suspect a bit of a double-entendre in Nuit's intent.

Despite the sound quality in your arguments, Crowley went out of his way to show the inner-complexity of this cipher. And he spent the rest of his life and fortune devoted to proving this and explaining it...even to points that upon his death, he didn't yet seem to understand.  It seems that if anyone was fooled, he was fooled along with the rest of us.

Perhaps even he set out to invent this cipher with a pun on the 'cipher mss'.  This would be consistent with his irrascible nature.  But lo and behold, a surprise...and there was something to this.  Indeed, something it seems, was speaking through him...perhaps his H.G.A. (Without), a being he never shows record of having understood nor even to have met...though ultimately he surmised that Aiwass was this being.

Now I can tell you that on the astral plane, I have come to see something that I sincerely suspect was a distant apparition of my H.G.A. and indeed once in my Probationary experience, it seems to have toyed with me in a vision...and keeps toying with me beyond my ability to see.  Indeed, it has fucked with me as a vampire, which is where I find such profundity in Motta's writings as he says that it will appear as a vampire to the uninitiated (me).

Further, so many claim to have contact with various praeter-human intelligences, both within and without Thelemic culture.  And some have converted the angels of the past into the present obsession with UFOs.  This has especially moved Kenneth Grant, for better or for worse.  And he has developed his obsession with LAM to the Nth degree (bit of a pun on the 9th Gate).

Crowley has also channeled others (Amalantra, Bartzabel, Abuldiz) and we have the whole Enochian universe to consider.  It is especially fascinating to me to read of Runar's contact and the received information that he obtained as it corresponded to Liber AL.  Cf. Commentaries on the DOzmt Index on the A.'.A.'. page of our website.

So it seems that praeter-human contact is possible and has been authenticated...for those of at least a certain level of magickal attainment.  One should verify this for oneself in ones own work and not take Crowley's word for it nor anyone else's.  Investigating the thoroughness of the ciphers in Liber AL or the complete syntactical structure of the Enochian language should give someone enough faith in order to determine to proceed in the work, that is all.

As per Ray and other initiates having their shortcomings glossed over, this is something that leaves me uncertain.  If the Adeptus Minor Within is 'Asar Un Nefer' or 'Myself made perfect', then such tendencies of personality that produce idiosyncratic shortcomings should have been mastered...otherwise one is not a master.  And I can show you my shortcomings, which is why I can't claim to be a Master and I can show you the shortcomings of all of those in Thelema that rant so loudly about their alleged Master-status, which is why I consistently assert that they are but pretenders.

Just as saying the magick word does not initiate you, so does not saying the magick word produce a master...even if you can spout that word in the middle of an orgasm.  And once having attained, one is not assured of maintaining that without the strictest vigilence.  Does Thelema need to clean-house?...you betcha!  But with the false ideal of some vague temporal power looming over the heads of immature power seekers, this won't happen.  And so one must simply choose the quality of people that one would associate with.

And as per orders initiating...there is a 'shakti-pat' that theoretically can be conferred down a line...each stirring the Fire-Snake within the other.  But this would take an unbroken line and a certain success at each link in the chain.  In studying the history of the various OTOs (with the vaguely possible exception of Grant), we can see that that link has been broken and pretenders have usurped these various thrones.

Indeed with the concept of 'Darshan', we have others being illuminated in the presence of a Master.  But that illumination wears thin away from the Master's presence, though often enough, a fool believes he or she is still holding it.  Such psycophants that surround this Master, generally prove themselves nothing but vampires and generally serve to suck the living energy of others when the Master's death permanently removes him or her from their presence.

And we have several that surrounded Crowley and Motta...perhaps even Germer.  And we should be highly suspicious of all of them...until they've proven themselves to be otherwise.  And in observing the behavior of so many...they are proving just the opposite.
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