Hello Paul,
 

Fasten your seat belt; we may be in for a bumpy ride.
___
 

 Everyone who claims to have had this experience, comes back with a different idea of it...
___
 

Not really. There is a wide general consensus among the esoteric schools of all cultures on the essential nature of the Great Revelation. I have referred to this consensus as the "golden thread" - a harmony of agreement on the core concepts which is expressed in many different languages of symbol and metaphor. You have already mentioned Bucke's "Cosmic Consciousness" which addresses this point. See also Huxley's "The Perennial Philosophy", James' "The Varieties of Religious Experience", Alan Watts' "The Book (On the Taboo Against Knowing Who You Are)", etc. The same essential vision is transmitted in the Vedas, the Tao Teh King, the Tibetan Book of the Great Liberation, the Oracles of Zoroaster, the Corpus Hermeticum, the Tawasin of Mansur Al-Hallaj, and many other sources. Sure, there are differences in the way the revelation is transmitted through different traditions, and if the differences are all you are looking for, that may be all you will see.
___
 

...tracing one's footsteps (a poetic allusion I really don't understand in this context, as it really is a vague response)...
___
 

No, it is very specific. Tracing one's footsteps simply means repeating the actions which has led to a certain result in the past.
___
 

It seems to me, the recollection of this experience immediately becomes saturated with egoic elements and the spiritual leadership it generally produces is little more than the petty tyrants that ruefully rule over their various ashrams and cliques. 
___
 

You could look at it either way - (1) the recollection is saturated with egoic elements, or (2) the ego is tinctured by the recollection. I don't know what spiritual leadership has to do with this question - an individual act of consciousness expansion does not require leaders or followers; every individual must make this discovery for hirself. A genuine "spiritual leader" would be the hierophant who introduces the student to resources that may be useful in the individual quest. Ashrams and congregations can be valuable aids to some in focusing the necessary level of concentration on the common goal of self-realization; for others they may be a distraction.
___
 

[dg] It is that point in your meditation that is important rather than the way I have framed my postulate. For some reason the terms I am using do not seem to work for you, but if you have actually done as you say, the answers are all there in that experience. 

[pj] But my 'answers' contradict yours in that the conclusions I ultimately begin to formulate seem more often than not, to be on a converse track from those you formulate.
___
 

 

To put the investigation on more of a scientific footing, it is important to consider factors that may influence the way the results of meditation are received and integrated. I suggested looking at four factors with the idea in mind of developing a standardized experimental protocol - namely: (1) Set [yod] - a review of the experimenter's subjective mental and emotional state, including one's expectations, theoretical suppositions, etc.; (2) Setting [heh] - environmental influences, including one's methods of preparation, the arrangement of the place of working, etc.; (3) Techniques [vau] - the methods to be used to enter the medtative state, such as asana, pranayama, mantra, etc.; and (4) Fuels [heh final] - methods of raising the experimenter's vital energy level sufficiently to overcome the barriers of inhibition that prevent spiritual experience. My idea in making this suggestion was that a discussion of these factors could be helpful in synchronizing the work of different people who are undertaking the same experiment so that the results could be more meaningfully compared.
 

Returning for a moment to the metaphor of 15th century sailors exploring an unknown continent, it would be quite understandable if someone who landed on the coast of Maine came back with widely different reports from one who came ashore in Florida. Developing a coherent map of a new territory should not be expected to be quick or easy. Numerous expeditions and detailed reports in a commonly understood language are the necessary precursors to scientific knowledge.
 

___
 

[dg] The "experiment" involves exploring and examining this state and seeing what can be learned from it. The experience is of primary importance and our intellectual analysis of it is secondary. The experience itself can become a source of empirical knowledge when it is obtained by a number of independent observers, or shared cognitively in real time.
[pj] Yes, the experience is important; but it is more than experience as it ultimately transforms the personality; even eventually, congealing the Ruach.
___
 

This is what I referred to above as the ego being tinctured by the revelation - a term that is intended to be suggestive rather than literal, of course. 
___
 

I can't describe the experience except to say that though I was fully awake and directing my activity (controlling my asana and performing my pranayama/mantra), I can't account for a large portion of time and I had not only shut out the outside world from my purview, but also my internal stream-of-consciousness was also shut out.  Whatever actually happened in that missing period of time is not in my recollection, but there was a sense of profound fulfillment; probably more due to my egoic investment in succeeding at the effort than in any perception of having been granted 'grace' by some deity (even that which might be my higher self).
___
 

Thanks for sharing this. From your description, comparing it with my own experiences, it seems like you may have reached a level of consciousness distinct from the normal state of ego-oriented consciousness, and yet you may have been unable to bring back any impressions when re-crossing the barrier or veil to re-enter the normal waking state. There are powerful inhibiting forces whose job it is to prevent seepage of impressions through this veil - I have referred to these forces as conditioning, culturally transmitted taboos, etc. If your "set" included a strong belief that such seepage of light from beyond the boundaries of the ego is impossible, this would of course strengthen these inhibitory forces. Often this difficulty in reintegration is related to strong repressed emotional energies like post-traumatic stress or great anger. My experience indicates that this veil or wall of separation is similar in nature to the hypnagogic veil that often prevents us from remembering our dreams or, looked at the other way, inhibits us from entering the lucid dream state. As deep sleep, the dream state, and normal ego consciousness are distinct domains, so also the higher meditative states are distinct domains of consciousness. The ego's natural survival instinct is to protect its borders. The "dweller on the threshold" must be overcome by subtlety or force - subtlety relating to perseverance in meditation and force to the "fuels" alluded to above. You will of course have noted the connection of these "fuels" with the reference to "wine and strange drugs" in AL II,22 and the "war-engine" of III,7.
___
 

Consciousness even in the Supernals, much moreso in the Ain, is Not-consciousness (remember, for manifestation, in the myth Brahma is asleep--not conscious).  Atman is conscious--Brahma is NOT; here the key point in the difference between us.  You insist the Brahman is consciousness and that "it's all consciousness" -- I disagree -- and that which is NOT is ineffable.
___
 

This disagreement is merely about the usage of the word "consciousness". As I am using it, it includes states of sleep and waking; you are using it in a sense restricted to waking only. It can be scientifically proven that consciousness is still occurring in the sleep state: carefully place the hand of a sleeping person in a bowl of warm water without waking hir, and watch the results. (This is a dirty trick, so I don't actually recommend doing it, but the principle is known to be valid.) Further, a loud noise will wake a sleeping person, so consciousness must be happening in order for the sleeper to hear the noise. Again, consider any dream experience you can recall - were you not conscious within the dream? My point is that there are many levels of human consciousness which may be plotted onto a continuum with deep sleep at one end and transcendental states at the other. Beyond the normal human waking state there are other levels of consciousness on both ends of the continuum. It is a stretch to conclude that "understanding" (Binah) and "wisdom" (Chokmah) are unconscious states; these terms certainly relate to types of consciousness.
___
 

[dg] I am reminded of the admonition of Liber Librae: "...take heed that thou blaspheme not the name by which another knoweth his god." 

[pj] Are you suggesting that in disagreeing with you, I am blashpheming your god? 
[dg] Not at all. By this point I fully expect you to disagree with me whatever I say. As for "my god", she can take care of hirself and needs no defense from "me".  ;~>

[pj] Not that I am trying to entrap you, but even this knee-jerk response (and some of your recent poeticized resonses) tells me your very ready propensity to anthropomorphisize; by using 'she' rather than 'he' does not rise above this.  My god is that Silent Self (after all, I am also God; again, as you are and as everyone else) and not some abstraction in the sky.
___
 

 

I thought my use of non-gender-specific pronouns was unambiguous, but perhaps a word of clarification is in order. Since traditional English has only gender-specific third-person pronouns, the practice has been developed to use contractions of both gender forms - thus "hir" means both "him" (or "his") and "her", and "s/he" is used to include both "she" and "he" - but in common usage the slash is left out of the word "s/he" for convenience when the context makes the intended meaning clear.
 

I don't know what you mean by a "knee-jerk response" - if you mean to imply that I was responding quickly without thought, I assure you that was not the case; each word (and even each punctuation mark) in my response was carefully chosen.
 

As for poetic responses, sometimes poetry is the most efficient way to convey information of a transliminal nature. It was my hope that including some poetic expressions would assist you in gaining some insight into where I was coming from.
 

Regarding anthropomorphic conceptions of deity, I believe they may be useful for some purposes if not taken too literally, e.g. in Bhakti yoga. Literal belief in such superstitions would of course be ridiculous. I am more interested in theomorphic conceptions of humanity - if you catch my drift.
___
 

And so then, when I say as I often enough do, that Jesus is nothing more than a scarecrow (imitation carcass hanging on a cross to keep the birds from eating the fruit of the garden...pun intended!) keeping humanity from its fuller nature, am I blashpheming Yeheshuah?
___
 

 

Only you can answer this, because the answer depends on your intent. But in my view the admonitions of L. Librae should be taken seriously.
___
 

[pj] Yes, I have investigated below very well...so am I simply blind?  It would seem so from your point-of-view...after all, you insist that on knowing what is below, one can then know what is above...and I don't.  Am I then in your opinion, a failure...or an evil guy ignoring the truth. 
[dg] I don't look at it in such all-or-nothing terms. We all, myself included, sometimes display qualities of blindness, failure, and yes, even evil. This, in my view, is where the ethic of ruthlessness is most applicable. The process of "being Hadit" involves discovering these elements within oneself ("where I am these are not"), confronting them and doing battle with them. It is a work in progress for all of us. I don't mean to place myself on any kind of high pedestal of attainment. I just happen to have noticed certain things about which I am attempting to share my observations. In your work you have evidently focused on other areas and noticed different things. That doesn't make either of us "wrong" - unless we are confusing our partial picture for the whole. 

[pj] But of course, I don't even claim to have so much a corner on the truth as even for but myself.  Still, I can recognize some dross, whether or not I have the ability to cut some of it from my Ruach, and I can recognize those certain moments of wonder, when as Rimbaud claims, beauty becomes convulsive (orgastic) and beyond my ability to describe.  Though I must say, I abhor your misuse of the above quote from Liber AL.  What Hadit is referring to when he says, "where I am these are not" are the elements of fear, sorrow and regret.  He is asserting the opposite of the Buddhist (and ego-loser paradigm; also so readily taken up by Christist society in its imitation of Buddhism) proposition that life is sorrow...Hadit says that life is pure joy and that you won't find Hadit by any effort when sorrow is present in your life.  He then goes on to instruct us to indulge in life and living; whether through various vices or by rituals of joy and beauty, along with feasts and the celebration of time, which is not an illusion, but the spiritual world in the state of manifestation; a state it remains in, perpetually, ad infinitum.
___
 

Your abhorrence is misplaced because I have not misused the quote at all. Take another look:
 

II,46.  Dost thou fail? Art thou sorry? Is fear in thine heart?
II,47.  Where I am these are not.
 

The first quality mentioned is failure, which was what you mentioned in your query to which I was responding. You are right that this quality is linked with sorrow and fear. The term "regret" occurs in II,17 and is, I agree, related. All of these terms apply to the Buddhist conception of Dukkha, known as the First Noble Truth. The clear message imparted in these verses of Liber AL is that liberation from the state of failure and sorrow is possible - exactly the same message imparted by the Buddhist tradition. "Being Hadit" is another formulation of the attainment of the Buddha Nature or Christ Consciousness. The primary difference is one of orientation - Buddhist doctrine expresses the view of sentient beings bound to sorrow by attachment, and seeking liberation; Liber AL views the same formula from the perspective of those who have attained liberation. "Where I am" - self-realized and liberated - "these are not." The formula of the new aeon differs from the old primarily in this, that the state formerly portrayed as the ultimate goal of the spiritual path - self-realization - is now shown to be the basic starting point.
___
 

As I have stated in more than several posts, it's not that I abhor the surrendering of ego at the point of the Abyss, but that the wedding of Tiphareth not being yet attained at best, makes the effort premature.
___
 

 

I don't see such a sharp distinction as you seem to between these levels of initiation. In my understanding, the vision of Tiphereth foreshadows that which is above. It would be a mistake, I believe, to take the metaphorical descriptions of spiritual states too literally. Tiphereth marks the first attainment of the realization of the true nature of the self as uncreated/eternal Atman; it is the point of balance in which the human ego in time/space recognizes and learns to converse with its eternal/infinite aspect. Beyond this, the balance tips toward the latter, until eventually, in Kether, the center of gravity is wholly on the eternal/infinite side.
 

Consider, if you will, the view of "Nema" from "Silver Star" magazine: "Neophytes often assume that Initiation proceeds by a linear, though often crooked, path. The experience of walking (and leaping along) that path, however, reveals that each Sphere is revisited repeatedly, each time with a little more intelligence applied to the appreciation of its essence, its virtues and its pitfalls. The same repetition applies to ‘Crossing the Abyss’."  <http://www.horusmaat.com/silverstar/SILVERSTAR9-PG14.htm>
 

Please note that in quoting from this author I am not aligning myself with hir organization, doctrines, etc., but I am referring to this paragraph for its own merits.
___
 

[dg] In my view, the essence identified as Hadit is what it is already in every one of its manifestations, within every star and within every heart (and I do mean "every"). It is the life force and the mysterious event of consciousness. Trace consciousness to its root, its point of origin, and you will find Hadit... a.k.a. Atman. If consciousness is occurring within any of the "lesser egos" that compose the human soul, Hadit may be found therein already. 
[pj] Then how do you account for what Hadit says in Liber AL:
AL II.3:  "In the sphere I am everywhere the centre, as she, the circumference, is nowhere found."
AL II.4:  "Yet she shall be known & I never."
?
___
 

Verse 3 describes Hadit and Nuit using the famous definition of God from the Corpus Hermeticum which was also used by Giordano Bruno to describe the universe. This statement is the closest we can come to a rational conception of infinity. 
 

Verse 4 describes the relationship between Hadit and Nuit as the knower and the known. Hadit is hidden (AL II.1) and Nuit is manifested (I.1). Crowley comments: "Hadit is hidden in Nuit, and knows Her, She being an object of knowledge; but He is not knowable, for He is merely that part of Her which She formulates in order that She may be known."
 

We are instructed to be Hadit - to be the knower - to be one with pure consciousness - to recognize consciousness in itself as the essential nature of our own being and identity.
 

___
 

[pj] The uniting of all these egos into one overseeing and superior ego creates the Higher Self. 
[dg] Once again I must point out that the Atman or Higher Self is defined as that which is uncreated.
[pj] Then you are saying that this Higher Self is the augoeiades (and as produced in the ancient ritual of the unborn)? 
___
 

 

Thanks for the interesting material on the Augoeiades. Yes, I believe the object of the Bornless Ritual (Liber Samekh) is identical with the equilibration and unification of one's personal self with the uncreated Atman. The Augoeiades, the Genius, the Daimon, the Higher Self, the Holy Guardian Angel, the Holy Spirit, and many other terms from the spiritual lore of the ages, all are references to this same Atman. This recognition is the syncretic phase of skeptical analysis. There are of course many differences in usage of these various terms, and understanding these differences is the eclectic phase. By balancing these approaches on the razor edge of intuitive inspiration, the underlying reality many be apprehended.
___
 

I have been suggesting that you have been influenced by the seemingly obvious ego-loser philosophy, but have not been using this as an ad hominem attack.  The philosophy is so intimately woven into the Christist paradigm (Christianity itself borrowing most of its ideology from Buddhism, which Thelema clearly abhors as shown above). 
___
 

 

You appear to have overlooked a possible explanation for the prevalence of what you are calling the "ego-loser philosophy"... that it results from the actual perception of reality derived from mystical experience as filtered through the various cultures and traditions of Earth. Also, as I have mentioned, the apparent "abhorrence" of Thelema for the spiritual traditions of the old aeon reflects a simple reversal of polarity. Thus the old aeon formula of "Thy will be done as it is in Heaven" is re-stated as "Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law" - yet these are two ways of stating the same exact principle - only the narrative viewpoint has changed; the old aeon formula is expressed from the perspective of the human ego that views itself as separate from the universal being, and the new aeon formula is expressed from the perspective of their unity.
___
 

As soon as I say to these ego-losers (chanting their brains out-pun-in their yoga and natural food centers) that I am all for the war in Iraq--I've been literally booted off the premises... 
___
 

 

An understandable reaction. Surely you were jesting with them. If you were indeed serious, I would have to say with ruthless honesty as I am sworn to do that you are seriously deluded. The US war against Iraq has been the greatest disaster to human civilization since the destruction of the Library of Alexandria. It was a premeditated crime engineered under false pretenses, motivated by malice and avarice. Further, how could the murder of hundreds of thousands of innocent civilians (each a star in the body of Nuit - a unique and irreplaceable human life) be deemed defensible under any circumstances?  <http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Casualties_of_the_conflict_in_Iraq_since_2003>
 

This is exactly the kind of ratiomimetic trap we are warned of in AL II.27. (There is great danger in me; for who doth not understand these runes shall make a great miss. He shall fall down into the pit called Because, and there he shall perish with the dogs of Reason.) The images of battle in Liber AL are metaphorical instruction in spiritual technique; to take them literally is to fail the first ordeal that separates out those who are unworthy to enter the palace of the gnosis. (The term "palace" is metaphorical also and is not a reference to an actual physical building.) Such literalism would lead to the madness of neofascist ideology, the festering dung of Choronzon.
___
 

[dg] From an Advaitist or monist viewpoint, change implies time, and time is an element, with space, of the phenomenal or manifested domain; while the uncreated, indestructible essence exists beyond time, and therefore is unchanging - including all possible states of change within its totality.
[pj] And I say that's all there is, time and space; the NOT is ineffable and for all practical purposes (as the Qabalists teach) doesn't exist and is nothing to get back to anyway.  
___
 

 

You appear to be making the error of jumping from the Abyss to the veils of the Negative as if the Supernal Triad did not exist. In so doing you seem to be denying the possibility not only of Understanding and Wisdom, but even of the Crown itself - the Paramatman. To say that the time/space domain is "all there is" and that the unmanifest universal consciousness "doesn't exist" amounts to an affirmation of atheist materialism, which is at odds not only with Thelema but with the entire Hermetic and Gnostic tradition. Again, my reply is that it is possible to experience directly and unambiguously the fact that universal consciousness does exist, by first entering into contact and dialogue with it, and ultimately by uniting one's whole self with it. What I am most interested in studying is the procedures and technologies that make this possible. I have offered before, and still do, to go into this subject in greater detail, toward the end of working out an easily understood set of procedures that anyone who chooses to commit the requisite effort can use with a reasonable expectation of achieving predictable results.
___
 

The NOT became manifest as it could do no other thing and was dissatisfied with this condition (or it would not have become manifest)...and it will remain in perpetuity in this manifest state; the state of living and being alive...manifest in the space/time continuum.
___
 

 

Actually your interpretation is interesting - and while our views do evidently differ, I appreciate having the opportunity to compare them. I am curious as to how you arrived at the conclusion that "it could do no other thing" - what information is it possible to have about what "it" could do? And what is the source of this information? What particularly interests me is your idea that "it" - the Not/All - was "dissatisfied" with existing in the state of an unmanifest totality. How would it be possible to be dissatisfied with a state of infinite bliss? 
 

 

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.
22. Since I am Infinite Space, and the Infinite Stars thereof, do ye also thus. Bind nothing! Let there be no difference made among you between any one thing & any other thing; for thereby there cometh hurt.
26. Then saith the prophet and slave of the beauteous one: Who am I, and what shall be the sign? So she answered him, bending down, a lambent flame of blue, all-touching, all penetrant, her lovely hands upon the black earth, & her lithe body arched for love, and her soft feet not hurting the little flowers: Thou knowest! And the sign shall be my ecstasy, the consciousness of the continuity of existence, the omnipresence of my body.
27. Then the priest answered & said unto the Queen of Space, kissing her lovely brows, and the dew of her light bathing his whole body in a sweet-smelling perfume of sweat: O Nuit, continuous one of Heaven, let it be ever thus; that men speak not of Thee as One but as None; and let them speak not of thee at all, since thou art continuous!
28. None, breathed the light, faint & faery, of the stars, and two.
29.  For I am divided for love’s sake, for the chance of union.
30.  This is the creation of the world, that the pain of division is as nothing, and the joy of dissolution all.
 

II. 6.  I am the flame that burns in every heart of man, and in the core of every star. I am Life, and the giver of Life, yet therefore is the knowledge of me the knowledge of death.
7.  I am the Magician and the Exorcist. I am the axle of the wheel, and the cube in the circle. “Come unto me” is a foolish word: for it is I that go.
8.  Who worshipped Heru-pa-kraath have worshipped me; ill, for I am the worshipper.
9.  Remember all ye that existence is pure joy; that all the sorrows are but as shadows; they pass & are done; but there is that which remains.
21. Think not, o king, upon that lie: That Thou Must Die: verily thou shalt not die, but live. Now let it be understood:  If the body of the King dissolve, he shall remain in pure ecstasy for ever. 
76. But remember, o chosen one, to be me; to follow the love of Nu in the star-lit heaven; to look forth upon men, to tell them this glad word.
 

III 16.  Deem not too eagerly to catch the promises; fear not to undergo the curses. Ye, even ye, know not this meaning all.
63.  The fool readeth this Book of the Law, and its comment; & he understandeth it not.
64.  Let him come through the first ordeal, & it will be to him as silver.
65.  Through the second, gold.
66.  Through the third, stones of precious water.
67.  Through the fourth, ultimate sparks of the intimate fire.
___
 

[dg] To say "infinite and therefore unknowable" is tantamount to denying the possibility of Samadhi, Satori, Nirvana, Cosmic Consciousness, and the Beatific Vision. 

[pj] I disagree when considering Samadhi, as I think I effectively outlined at the top of this post.  In terms of Satori and Nirvana, you are correct; these places are hideouts for the ego-losing cowards.  Cosmic Consciousness is that grand view that described also at the top of this post...and the Beatific Vision is the Vision of the Augoeides.
___
 

 

And I say all these terms are interchangeable names for real-time awareness of universal consciousness. Shocking, I know, but true nonetheless.  
___
 

He translates Neschamah as Intuition?!!!  
___
 

 

No, Neschama and intuition are both linked to Binah - a quite different statement. Reason is associated with the Ruach and intuition with Neschama. A different type of cognitive function is involved in each case. Reason is symbolic and literal, based on the word and verbal thought. Intuition is non-verbal knowing that occurs spontaneously and is described more accurately as feeling than thinking, although it is a mental phenomenon like thought; it is referred to in the Torah as "a still, small voice". The "language" of intuition is not symbols or images, but direct comprehension of truth, which then may be translated by the rational intellect into symbols, images and words.
 

 

 

___
 

[dg] This again seems to be a confusion of "ineffable" with "unknowable" which are not the same at all. See AL I.69-70: "Is the word exhausted? There is help & hope in other spells."

[pj] As the ineffable is incapable of being expressed; being indescribable and unutterable, there are no words or images that can contain or convey its nature; hence, it remains without the Ruach.  To build any philosophy about this is the usual pomposity of the ego-losing philosophers...sophists, really!  
Per your Liber AL reference, you really meant AL:II.69-70.  But I don't see the analogy; Hadit is referring to the force of the experience and in Crowley's commentary, he states: "Language is in itself nothing; it is only the medium of transmitting experience to consciousness. "  
___
 

 

Sorry about the typo... I do proofread these letters, but sometimes something slips through. 
 

The word being exhausted is a way of saying that the experience cannot be expressed in words, i.e. is ineffable. But the text says "There is help & hope in other spells", i.e. there are other possible methods of cognition beyond the reach of the word or verbal thought. Language is *one* method of transmitting experience to consciousness.
___
 

[pj] But the experience of the ineffable, defies description, which means it defies language.  To bring it into language and philosophy as the ego-losers do (especially when determining ethical behavior) is but a sophistry at best, and abusive at worst (as I've clearly discussed in this post).
___
 

 

I must again disagree; to bring the ineffable into language is the magickal art of revelation and prophecy. It is exploring the cutting edge of evolution, stretching the limits of the possible through intention aided by inspiration (i.e. love under will). But how are we to distinguish true prophecy from its confused counterfeit? Through the syncretic/eclectic method of skeptical analysis.
 

___
 

For HADIT and the Thelemite, Samsara is pure joy; that which the ego-losers seek to escape from.  Coming to terms with the true nature of Samsara would be the prajna; leave the ego-losers to cry over their lives in their myopia.
___
 

 

OK, that could be one way of looking at it. Another equally valid interpretation would be that it is *liberation* from Samsara that causes existence to be perceived as "pure joy" - and it is the means of acquiring this liberation that Liber AL provides instruction for. 
 

___
 

The weak destroy the quality of our racial evolution, they should be let go from this life and given the ability to reorganize into better quality human beings that the evolution of the race is strengthened.
___
 

 

I repudiate this nazi bullshit. Allowing your mind to be polluted by this poison is the greatest weakness and the worst disservice to human evolution. The only thing that can strengthen our evolution is the attainment of self-realization by an increasing number of individuals.
___
 

And indeed, the Atman is affected by its interactions in this world; it grows in purview as it evolves...so again, I disagree and I don't want to escape into this Atman as you describe it.
___
 

 

I said nothing of "escape" - I am simply talking about recognizing the true nature of your own self as it reveals itself to you from within. Atman is nothing more than the source-point of your own consciousness - whoever you happen to be at the moment. The only thought of "escape" is that you must escape the grip of the false beliefs that the Atman will reveal to you as untrue.
 

___
 

The Silent Voice in me has been there all my life and I can see how you or others can describe it as unchanging; but I can't help feel a process of maturation in that it has taken in all the impressions connected with my life in this manifestation.
___
 

If we could observe a human life from its first breath till its last, we would see constant change and transformation of body, mind and soul. Yet one element remains the same throughout - the axle of the wheel as it were - and that is the conscious sense of presence and awareness of being - through the always changing manifestation this one golden thread will remain always exactly what it is. It is right there now just as it was before you learned to talk, even while you swam in the womb. It will exist just the same when you give back your last breath. What may indeed change and grow is our ability to notice and pay attention to the Silent Voice of our own deepest essence. 
___
 

And again, if Atman is unchanging and there are not the many separate Atmans, then our interactions are false and I should just do nothing as life itself is pre-determinedly false with all of history being but a blind inevitability.  Such a nihilistic notion, whether directly or implicitly expressed, I cannot accept.
___
 

Why are our interactions false? Why should you just do nothing? Who has said that history is blind inevitability? I certainly never said anything like that. I honestly don't follow your line of reasoning here at all. How exactly was this nihilistic notion implied or expressed in any of my comments? Knowing the true nature of your deep self does not relieve you from the responsibility of freedom or the inexorable law of causation. It just allows you to see it all from another perspective.
 

 

Fiat Lux
Dale
Hi Dale,
93
Everyone who claims to have had this experience, comes back with a different idea of it...
Not really. There is a wide general consensus among the esoteric schools of all cultures on the essential nature of the Great Revelation. I have referred to this consensus as the "golden thread" - a harmony of agreement on the core concepts which is expressed in many different languages of symbol and metaphor. You have already mentioned Bucke's "Cosmic Consciousness" which addresses this point. See also Huxley's "The Perennial Philosophy", James' "The Varieties of Religious Experience", Alan Watts' "The Book (On the Taboo Against Knowing Who You Are)", etc. The same essential vision is transmitted in the Vedas, the Tao Teh King, the Tibetan Book of the Great Liberation, the Oracles of Zoroaster, the Corpus Hermeticum, the Tawasin of Mansur Al-Hallaj, and many other sources. Sure, there are differences in the way the revelation is transmitted through different traditions, and if the differences are all you are looking for, that may be all you will see.
All great books and profound readings for me, personally.  But in the realm of prophecy and religious tradition, I was thinking more of the likes of Moses, Mohammed, and St. Paul as Crowley notes in MITP; 3 men that crossed the desert as a nobody and came back a somebody and inspired three altogether different traditions.  Now, I personally admire men like Bucke, James and Huxley, as I am profoundly admiring of the American Transcendalist School.  And though I now disagree with some of Alan Watts assertions, I still love his lectures and wish I could have spend some time with him on his boat in San Francisco (my favorite American city).
___
 

 

...tracing one's footsteps (a poetic allusion I really don't understand in this context, as it really is a vague response)...
No, it is very specific. Tracing one's footsteps simply means repeating the actions which has led to a certain result in the past.
Your original quote: "You are of course right that the fullness of the revelation cannot be brought back into ego consciousness - but one can retain the memory of the experience to some degree - more or less depending on one's level of preparation or ability to control and channel one's attention - which then can change the landscape of the ego's conditioned ideas. And after having once touched the point of realization, it is then easier to retrace one's steps. Once the recognition is made on a deep level, it alters the gravitational balance of the whole self... which reminds me of the old song from the World War One era: "How're you gonna keep 'em down on the farm, after they've seen Paree?" In other words, the memory of having had the revelation leads one back to it, and with every immersion one is able to retain more."
If it is that you are speaking of repeating the experiment, then I mis-read your allusion and do now, understand what you were saying.  But though these men had thorough experiences, they, for example still adapted their experience to their cultural (societal ego or superego) milieu in that they continued the denigration of women, which we know in our culture to be morally deficient.  This suggests a major flaw in the idea of "retracing footsteps".
___
 

 

It seems to me, the recollection of this experience immediately becomes saturated with egoic elements and the spiritual leadership it generally produces is little more than the petty tyrants that ruefully rule over their various ashrams and cliques. 
You could look at it either way - (1) the recollection is saturated with egoic elements, or (2) the ego is tinctured by the recollection. I don't know what spiritual leadership has to do with this question - an individual act of consciousness expansion does not require leaders or followers; every individual must make this discovery for hirself. A genuine "spiritual leader" would be the hierophant who introduces the student to resources that may be useful in the individual quest. Ashrams and congregations can be valuable aids to some in focusing the necessary level of concentration on the common goal of self-realization; for others they may be a distraction.
I very much like what you have to say here as it aptly reflects my own attitude on teaching.  And even despite the distrust I have in evaluating transcendental experience in egoistic terms, I can see some value in your idea about "retracing steps" in that a transformational process is then inaugurated, which then would hopefully, educate the lower egoic structure (assuming that it has been congealed).
This is of course in certain contradistinction between ideas like the Buddhist school that teaches the guru as a refuge for the Aspirant to trust and hide within until the Aspirant is granted enlightenment by the guru.  This is the very nature of the consoler that Liber AL despises.  Yet, sadly enough, there are even Thelemic gurus that take to this model.
___
 

 

[dg] It is that point in your meditation that is important rather than the way I have framed my postulate. For some reason the terms I am using do not seem to work for you, but if you have actually done as you say, the answers are all there in that experience. 

[pj] But my 'answers' contradict yours in that the conclusions I ultimately begin to formulate seem more often than not, to be on a converse track from those you formulate.
To put the investigation on more of a scientific footing, it is important to consider factors that may influence the way the results of meditation are received and integrated. I suggested looking at four factors with the idea in mind of developing a standardized experimental protocol - namely: (1) Set [yod] - a review of the experimenter's subjective mental and emotional state, including one's expectations, theoretical suppositions, etc.; (2) Setting [heh] - environmental influences, including one's methods of preparation, the arrangement of the place of working, etc.; (3) Techniques [vau] - the methods to be used to enter the medtative state, such as asana, pranayama, mantra, etc.; and (4) Fuels [heh final] - methods of raising the experimenter's vital energy level sufficiently to overcome the barriers of inhibition that prevent spiritual experience. My idea in making this suggestion was that a discussion of these factors could be helpful in synchronizing the work of different people who are undertaking the same experiment so that the results could be more meaningfully compared.
Returning for a moment to the metaphor of 15th century sailors exploring an unknown continent, it would be quite understandable if someone who landed on the coast of Maine came back with widely different reports from one who came ashore in Florida. Developing a coherent map of a new territory should not be expected to be quick or easy. Numerous expeditions and detailed reports in a commonly understood language are the necessary precursors to scientific knowledge.
This certainly makes sense; HPB takes this to a more complete measure:
 The Logos, or both the unmanifested and the manifested WORD, is called by the Hindus, Iswara, "the Lord," though the Occultists give it another name. Iswara, say the Vedantins, is the highest consciousness in nature. "This highest consciousness," answer the Occultists, "is only a synthetic unit in the world of the manifested Logos -- or on the plane of illusion; for it is the sum total of Dhyan-Chohanic consciousnesses." "Oh, wise man, remove the conception that not-Spirit is Spirit," says Sankaracharya. Atma is not-Spirit in its final Parabrahmic state, Iswara or Logos is Spirit; or, as Occultism explains, it is a compound unity of manifested living Spirits, the parent-source and nursery of all the mundane and terrestrial monads, plus their divine reflection, which emanate from, and return into, the Logos, each in the culmination of its time. There are seven chief groups of such Dhyan Chohans, which groups will be found and recognised in every religion, for they are the primeval SEVEN Rays. Humanity, occultism teaches us, is divided into seven distinct groups and their sub-divisions, mental, spiritual, and physical.  Hence the seven chief planets, the spheres of the indwelling seven spirits, under each of which is born one of the human groups which is guided and influenced thereby. There are only seven planets (specially connected with earth), and twelve houses, but the possible combinations of their aspects are countless. As each planet can stand to each of the others in twelve different aspects, their combinations must, therefore, be almost infinite; as infinite, in fact, as the spiritual, psychic, mental, and physical capacities in the numberless varieties of the genus homo, each of which varieties is born under one of the seven planets and one of the said countless planetary combinations.
In my commentary to this paragraph, I wrote:
Motta talks a bit about the various magickal schools, named by colors and drawn from Crowley's teachings, as found in Magick Without Tears.  I think HPB may not only be more specific in this detail, but more accurate in attributing each to a planet.  We Thelemites may be of the Sun; but other mystical/magickal schools would then be of other planets, having other purposes, paths and augoieades.
You can find this in the archives for this egroup: Theosophical Discussions: HPB Star & HGA, of which I will quote from a bit more (below).  In the above quote, I highlighted one sentence in red that seems to support my argument.
___
 

 

Consciousness even in the Supernals, much moreso in the Ain, is Not-consciousness (remember, for manifestation, in the myth Brahma is asleep--not conscious).  Atman is conscious--Brahma is NOT; here the key point in the difference between us.  You insist the Brahman is consciousness and that "it's all consciousness" -- I disagree -- and that which is NOT is ineffable.
This disagreement is merely about the usage of the word "consciousness". As I am using it, it includes states of sleep and waking; you are using it in a sense restricted to waking only. It can be scientifically proven that consciousness is still occurring in the sleep state: carefully place the hand of a sleeping person in a bowl of warm water without waking hir, and watch the results. (This is a dirty trick, so I don't actually recommend doing it, but the principle is known to be valid.) Further, a loud noise will wake a sleeping person, so consciousness must be happening in order for the sleeper to hear the noise. Again, consider any dream experience you can recall - were you not conscious within the dream? My point is that there are many levels of human consciousness which may be plotted onto a continuum with deep sleep at one end and transcendental states at the other. Beyond the normal human waking state there are other levels of consciousness on both ends of the continuum. It is a stretch to conclude that "understanding" (Binah) and "wisdom" (Chokmah) are unconscious states; these terms certainly relate to types of consciousness.
What you are describing is of the body, though the mind itself is not present or conscoius; though I'm not disagreeing with you necessarily.  One of the points that I have been trying to make is that the body has its own conscoiusness, which in itself seeks to be united with mind as Atman; this congealing of the Ruach.  To this end, I will again quote from HPB Star & HGA:
 As to the "elemental atoms," so called, the Occultists refer to them by that name with a meaning analogous to that which is given by the Hindu to Brahma when he calls him ANU, the "Atom." Every elemental atom, in search of which more than one Chemist has followed the path indicated by the Alchemists, is, in their firm belief (when not knowledge), a SOUL; not necessarily a disembodied soul, but a jiva, as the Hindus call it, a centre of POTENTIAL VITALITY, with latent intelligence in it, and, in the case of compound Souls -- an intelligent active EXISTENCE, from the highest to the lowest order, a form composed of more or less differentiations. It requires a metaphysician -- and an Eastern metaphysician -- to understand our meaning. All those atom-Souls are differentiations from the ONE, and in the same relation to it as the divine Soul -- the Buddhi -- to its informing and inseparable Spirit, or Atman.
My commentary on this further elucidates my argument in our discussion:
The compound soul is an important is an important idea to consider.  Each atom of our body, and every cell, each having their own life.  Indeed, as you read through certain GCL documents as I've promoted on this list, you will see that the mitochondria itself is an independent and symbiotic life form.  We discussed this a bit in our Star Wars discussions some time back.  A part of my theory on this is that as all the cells are each in themselves composed with their own life force, so the human soul is an aggregate of these life forces.  The nature of human evolution is then to congeal these life forces into one unified structure.
In light of our discussion, I wonder, should I reconsider the term Atman by introducing another more complex term, such as aggregate-Atman or ParaAtman?  Though I think not in that the one ultimately, centralized Atman may actually have some such quality where it can absorb these other Atmans into one larger and more complete, even more powerful structure.  Despite what those ignoramuses that espouse the Intelligent Design theology have to say, we as human beings are not perfected in our physical structure.  Our bodies a composed with more than several flaws and the processes of these bodies do not work all that well together.
The Supramental Yoga school of Sri Aurobindo & Mother covers this in their analysis of the dysfunctionality of human cells, which they say requires that one induce the cells to full consciousness that they might work together to carry out more effectively the task of the centralized consciousness of the body.  This dysfunctionality is evident in some healing processes, which actually become destructive to the body as the cells and the organs they comprise cannot consider the totality of the body.
But it is important also to recognize that Brahma is a mythological and not an actual or anthropomorphosized god.  His sleep is the allegory for manifestation, which HPB calls the manvantara; wherein the Universe comes to be as his dream and is then retraced as he awakes...awakes to what?  I feel even the idea of manvantara is misleading; that the myth is really describing the ebb and flow or expansive and contracting qualities of the Universe.  The Universe is not annihilated on some certain date and only to begin again with me and infinite number of times, sitting at this computer on this day and writing this message.  I realize there is another Hindu myth that says this is so, by showing an egoistic prince many ants walking across the floor of his palace; each being his many incarnations in the past and at this same point in history.  But that is the ego-loser philosophy in Hindu parlance.
What the myth ignores is that before Brahma shows this prince his many incarnations, the prince took pride in the great things he built and the marvelous beauty he brought to the world.  With this supposed enlightenment, now the prince is rendered inert but enlightened by the meaninglessness of his life--ouch!--institued nihilism.  Is it no wonder that AL proclaims the rituals of the old world to be black?!  And what the hell is Brahma doing there anyway...he's supposed to be asleep...now, go back to bed Brahma and let us adults talk awhile.
___
 

 

[dg] I am reminded of the admonition of Liber Librae: "...take heed that thou blaspheme not the name by which another knoweth his god." 

[pj] Are you suggesting that in disagreeing with you, I am blashpheming your god? 
[dg] Not at all. By this point I fully expect you to disagree with me whatever I say. As for "my god", she can take care of hirself and needs no defense from "me".  ;~>

[pj] Not that I am trying to entrap you, but even this knee-jerk response (and some of your recent poeticized responses) tells me your very ready propensity to anthropomorphisize; by using 'she' rather than 'he' does not rise above this.  My god is that Silent Self (after all, I am also God; again, as you are and as everyone else) and not some abstraction in the sky.
I thought my use of non-gender-specific pronouns was unambiguous, but perhaps a word of clarification is in order. Since traditional English has only gender-specific third-person pronouns, the practice has been developed to use contractions of both gender forms - thus "hir" means both "him" (or "his") and "her", and "s/he" is used to include both "she" and "he" - but in common usage the slash is left out of the word "s/he" for convenience when the context makes the intended meaning clear.
Back in the 80s; especially when I was writing for Mezlim Magazine, I used to use these terms ("hir" et al).  They seemed so PC; a philosophy that I've come to reject as fascist-leaning.  Referring to God as "she" in order to supposedly counteract the supposedly and popular notion that the patriarchy is 'evil' and has wreaked a great deal of damage on our society, is really a mask for a return to matriarchy, which in reality was as off-balance with the tilt merely to the opposite side of the scale.  All of this born of the Wiccan (Christists disguised and romanticized as PC-children) tradition, which is itself composed of a conglomerate of anthropomorphosized gods sitting and waiting to fulfill their fantasias and carnal desires; a collection of 'Big Brothers' if you will...or in Thelemic terms, a company of consoler gods.
I don't know what you mean by a "knee-jerk response" - if you mean to imply that I was responding quickly without thought, I assure you that was not the case; each word (and even each punctuation mark) in my response was carefully chosen.
As for poetic responses, sometimes poetry is the most efficient way to convey information of a transliminal nature. It was my hope that including some poetic expressions would assist you in gaining some insight into where I was coming from.
Yes, poetry is used to describe what words can't describe and this especially applies to the ineffable, which can be experienced as we've discussed.  It's not specifically the use of poetry that I object to here, but the specific application in attempting to scientifically validate the equality between Atman and Brahman.  To describe the ineffable is one thing; to prove this equalizing of terms and the connected metaphysical application of such makes the use of poetry not only obfuscating, but quite potentially misleading and sophistic.
Regarding anthropomorphic conceptions of deity, I believe they may be useful for some purposes if not taken too literally, e.g. in Bhakti yoga. Literal belief in such superstitions would of course be ridiculous. I am more interested in theomorphic conceptions of humanity - if you catch my drift.
I think I do and generally, I agree; especially in terms of Bhakti Yoga, which of course, requires a careful and thorough understanding of what you are doing.  In attempting to access the energetic wave represented by any one of these gods in the various pantheons of the world, the power of this idolotry is unrivaled in its effect upon the mind.  But outside of its use in Invocation, it can hold disastrous effects; e.g. Protestant Christianity holds many people with a perfecting Bhakti filled with an unmitigated love for Jesus, yet their souls do not open to the greater mind of clarity; rather to the converse, their souls become diminished as their self-righteousness and judgmentalism eradicates virtue from their nature and their minds swim in the pool of ignorance.
___
 

 

And so then, when I say as I often enough do, that Jesus is nothing more than a scarecrow (imitation carcass hanging on a cross to keep the birds from eating the fruit of the garden...pun intended!) keeping humanity from its fuller nature, am I blashpheming Yeheshuah?
Only you can answer this, because the answer depends on your intent. But in my view the admonitions of L. Librae should be taken seriously.
As much respect as I have for this document, I can't help thinking that Crowley included this GD document into the Thelemic canon with a bit of his usual tongue-in-cheek attitude.  Certainly, the document is not to be read too literally; or at least, very carefully.  Jesus is already a mock of Yeheshua (the Qabalistic teaching of God in Man) as he has come to represent quite completely, the ignorant assertion that we are not gods and are dependent upon him (as a consoler god) for our very survival; this despite what he himself is quoted as teaching in the Gospels.  His spector, this ugly egregore should be shunned by all libertine peoples.
___
 

 

[pj] Yes, I have investigated below very well...so am I simply blind?  It would seem so from your point-of-view...after all, you insist that on knowing what is below, one can then know what is above...and I don't.  Am I then in your opinion, a failure...or an evil guy ignoring the truth. 
[dg] I don't look at it in such all-or-nothing terms. We all, myself included, sometimes display qualities of blindness, failure, and yes, even evil. This, in my view, is where the ethic of ruthlessness is most applicable. The process of "being Hadit" involves discovering these elements within oneself ("where I am these are not"), confronting them and doing battle with them. It is a work in progress for all of us. I don't mean to place myself on any kind of high pedestal of attainment. I just happen to have noticed certain things about which I am attempting to share my observations. In your work you have evidently focused on other areas and noticed different things. That doesn't make either of us "wrong" - unless we are confusing our partial picture for the whole. 

[pj] But of course, I don't even claim to have so much a corner on the truth as even for but myself.  Still, I can recognize some dross, whether or not I have the ability to cut some of it from my Ruach, and I can recognize those certain moments of wonder, when as Rimbaud claims, beauty becomes convulsive (orgastic) and beyond my ability to describe.  Though I must say, I abhor your misuse of the above quote from Liber AL.  What Hadit is referring to when he says, "where I am these are not" are the elements of fear, sorrow and regret.  He is asserting the opposite of the Buddhist (and ego-loser paradigm; also so readily taken up by Christist society in its imitation of Buddhism) proposition that life is sorrow...Hadit says that life is pure joy and that you won't find Hadit by any effort when sorrow is present in your life.  He then goes on to instruct us to indulge in life and living; whether through various vices or by rituals of joy and beauty, along with feasts and the celebration of time, which is not an illusion, but the spiritual world in the state of manifestation; a state it remains in, perpetually, ad infinitum.
Your abhorrence is misplaced because I have not misused the quote at all. Take another look:
II,46.  Dost thou fail? Art thou sorry? Is fear in thine heart?
II,47.  Where I am these are not.
The first quality mentioned is failure, which was what you mentioned in your query to which I was responding. You are right that this quality is linked with sorrow and fear. The term "regret" occurs in II,17 and is, I agree, related. All of these terms apply to the Buddhist conception of Dukkha, known as the First Noble Truth. The clear message imparted in these verses of Liber AL is that liberation from the state of failure and sorrow is possible - exactly the same message imparted by the Buddhist tradition. 
Well of course, Liber AL is to be interpreted by each of us for ourselves and any general appeal to authority on any point about the revelation can only be found in the writings of the scribe.  Crowley describes fear, failure and sorrow as phantoms that prevent one from seeing one's starry nature.  (BTW: I have chosen in my own writing to use the word 'one' as a unisexual pronoun)  I append to this the assertion that in life, fear, sorrow and failure are but the shadows (or flipsides of coins) for certainty, joy and success; respectively.  Note that I did not put courage on the flipside of fear for courage means that fear is present and is being overcome.  But more to the point, to engage in life and grab it with both hands means to take it all in action without discrimination; quite to NUIT's point of making no difference between any one thing and another.  My successes and failures are equally to be celebrated as both are the end products of life; the same with my joy and pain, which are themselves both shadows with the greater joy of HADIT to hold both these lesser qualities.  To regret any of my actions is to destroy the life that is inherent within these actions and to contradict the sovereignty of my being; my godhood.  That I can feel my pain is as much an affirmation of my being alive as it is to feel my joy..."there is no difference."
It is this hideous Buddhist tradition that tells us that we can have one without the other and attempts to portray the ineffable as some sort of utopian world.  To quote Judas from the play, Jesus Christ Superstar: "All your followers are blind, too much heaven on their minds."  The Buddhist Utopian Refuge is a soul-destroying notion; an escapist philosophy so readily inculcated by our Christist culture as more and more, our culture is focusing on the pain of existence as our all-pervasive media provokes us into demanding that our government bring us joy (as if we are to take refuge in our politicians!...Argh!!!)
I say: grab life with both hands; succeed and fail, laugh and cry, win and lose, make love and war...and celebrate the entire coin...make "no difference"..."for thereby cometh hurt"; the diminishment of the Soul.
"Being Hadit" is another formulation of the attainment of the Buddha Nature or Christ Consciousness. The primary difference is one of orientation - Buddhist doctrine expresses the view of sentient beings bound to sorrow by attachment, and seeking liberation; Liber AL views the same formula from the perspective of those who have attained liberation. "Where I am" - self-realized and liberated - "these are not." The formula of the new aeon differs from the old primarily in this, that the state formerly portrayed as the ultimate goal of the spiritual path - self-realization - is now shown to be the basic starting point.
The Buddhist doctrine shows sorrow to be the whole coin; a gross error and easily passable on a people consumed by their pain and unable to see the other side.  Such a people are half dead already and easily deluded by the idea that liberation and escapism are equivalent terms.  In my view, liberation is the certain Gnosis that here and now, I am free to act in this world of contending forces; there are no "thou shat nots" and only "Do what thou wilt".  NUIT is in the heavens with the kisses of its stars raining down, heavily upon us; both its blessings and its curses wherein we can achieve both weddings (our heads in the heavens and our feet below the hells).  Some selected quotes from Liber Tzaddi are worth presenting here (and I'll add a few comments):
18. 

Only those who fear shall fail. Those who have bent their backs to the yoke of slavery until they can no longer stand upright; them will I despise. 

Those that take to the 'refuge' of Buddha or his gurus; they are not standing fully upright, but cower before the world and fear the world as it is.  The toughest thing for a spiritual person to come to terms with is that all is in the world, exactly as it should be and all acts are sacraments of love; whether that be the two caught up in a hotel room at this moment and making love or the two caught up in a Latin American dungeon with one torturing the other...and of course, every event, situation and circumstance. 

I say (as does Liber AL) that your joys and sorrows are but shadows; the real Joy is to celebrate both...stand upright as a full human-being and be the god that you are; no longer bent-over like some mindless animal.  Complete the work of the formulation of your Soul that your life may be one eternal sacrament and remove the taboos against one side of the various coins of the world.
22. 

There is joy in the setting-out; there is joy in the journey; there is joy in the goal. 

In other words, act; grab life with both hands and act.  Don't let BECAUSE get in your way.  If a lover stand before you and bid you to bed, make love.  If a warrior stand before you and bid you to war, make war.  There can be no mistake in any of these things if this is in accord with your Will, which you yourself are the creative force that creates it.
23. 

Only if ye are sorrowful, or weary, or angry, or discomforted; then ye may know that ye have lost the golden thread, the thread wherewith I guide you to the heart of the groves of Eleusis. 

That spector called the Buddha wants you to discover the world and yourself as sorrow; this awareness being the key to your (escapist) salvation...that you might plot a course out of here.  He fails to tell you that the only reason you have the sorrow is because you have also the joy.  And like a pied-piper, he leads you to your ultimate destruction as he teaches you to despise this world and its ways.  All his followers are blind, which is why they're following him in the first place. For those who can see, they follow only themselves.
24. 

My disciples are proud and beautiful; they are strong and swift; they rule their way like mighty conquerors. 

Ah...how Christians and Buddhists hate pride; one of their seven deadly sins.  And they preach this ridiculous peace-nik notion that conquerors are evil.  All the conquerors of the world have created the great cultures that have ultimately lead humanity from its enslavement to nature.  Even the Bhagavad-Gita shows how necessary war can be as it itself is the spiritual record of a great war and wherein Krsna bids Arjuna to fight and kill; even his own family.  Krsna says that one must act in this war, though his head be in the heavens, the feet below the hells.  And as life is truly indestructible, the act of war and killing merely creates the shape of the world (Dharma); for as Krsna says: If the warrior killing thinks he has killed and the warrior being killed thinks he has been killed, they are both in error. 

I say, both have acted in accordance with their Will and to both of them, immortality is the prize.
25. 

The weak, the timid, the imperfect, the cowardly, the poor, the tearful -- these are mine enemies, and I am come to destroy them.

26. 

This also is compassion: an end to the sickness of earth. A rooting-out of the weeds: a watering of the flowers. 

These two verses work beautifully together.  Like the frightened soldier attempting to sneak away from the battlefield, he is shot by his commanding seargent.  And so, those who find but sorrow and fear in this life, they should be destroyed as they bring down the bar of humanity.  But does that mean I or some other should become the medium of their death?  Not necessarily at all (unless that be the nature of one's Will...and oh how I can see all the PC'ers-fascists [a/k/a self-righteous ego-losers] cringing at this!) and I say, let them keep to their Buddhist refuge as he will destroy them without need of any effort on my part nor anyone elses...and good riddens!
33. 

I reveal unto you a great mystery. Ye stand between the abyss of height and the abyss of depth.

34. 

In either awaits you a Companion; and that Companion is Yourself.

35. 

Ye can have no other Companion.

36. 

Many have arisen, being wise. They have said 'Seek out the glittering Image in the place ever golden, and unite yourselves with It.'

37. 

Many have arisen, being foolish. They have said, 'Stoop down unto the darkly splendid world, and be wedded to that Blind Creature of the Slime.'

38. 

I who am beyond Wisdom and Folly, arise and say unto you: achieve both weddings! Unite yourselves with both!

39. 

Beware, beware, I say, lest ye seek after the one and lose the other!

40. 

My adepts stand upright; their head above the heavens, their feet below the hells.

41. 

But since one is naturally attracted to the Angel, another to the Demon, let the first strengthen the lower link, the last attach more firmly to the higher. 

These verses, 33-41 also work quite well together...Buddha doesn't seek balance at all...he bids one to find the heavens and despise the hells...he gives them a nuclear half-life of constant decay.  Good riddens! 

And BTW: NUIT doesn't dwell in some heaven beyond desire (that the Buddha says causes sorrow); she's the epitomy of desire and yearning...the motivational force that moves life forward.  If humanity was all Buddhist, we'd still be living in caves and for that matter would already be extinct.
___
 

 

As I have stated in more than several posts, it's not that I abhor the surrendering of ego at the point of the Abyss, but that the wedding of Tiphareth not being yet attained at best, makes the effort premature.
I don't see such a sharp distinction as you seem to between these levels of initiation. In my understanding, the vision of Tiphereth foreshadows that which is above. It would be a mistake, I believe, to take the metaphorical descriptions of spiritual states too literally. Tiphereth marks the first attainment of the realization of the true nature of the self as uncreated/eternal Atman; it is the point of balance in which the human ego in time/space recognizes and learns to converse with its eternal/infinite aspect. Beyond this, the balance tips toward the latter, until eventually, in Kether, the center of gravity is wholly on the eternal/infinite side.
This is all way too simplistic for me.  Whether one tends towards the path of Magick and the invocation of the Augoeides at Tiphareth or whether one is merely mystically minded and comes to the certainty of God indwelling the Self (Yeheshua) this is one certain step and not to be confused and mixed with the plane that is the Abyss.  It is worth again, quoting from the egroup document: HPB Star & HGA (with my commentary as found in the document, in blue & HPB in black):
Atma (our seventh principle) being identical with the universal Spirit, and man being one with it in his essence, what is then the Monad proper? It is that homogeneous spark which radiates in millions of rays from the primeval "Seven;" -- of which seven further on. It is the EMANATING spark from the UNCREATED Ray -- a mystery. In the esoteric, and even exoteric Buddhism of the North, Adi Buddha (Chogi dangpoi sangye), the One unknown, without beginning or end, identical with Parabrahm and Ain-Soph, emits a bright ray from its darkness.
This again is that affirmation that we each are the Logos; and in Christian terms, then, we would each be Jesus Christ or the Son of God.  Remember, Thelema comes as a philosophy to correct the errors of the Christian mystery as perverted by Constantine and Irenaeus.  As HPB says above, this Atman is then intimately and unseparably connected to our soul.  It is then that should we congeal and empower that soul to a unified, agregate consciousness, that we will then gain control over subsequent incarnations as we go through the cycles of life.
The star under which a human Entity is born, says the Occult teaching, will remain for ever its star, throughout the whole cycle of its incarnations in one Manvantara. But this is not his astrological star. The latter is concerned and connected with the personality, the former with  the INDIVIDUALITY. The "Angel" of that Star, or the Dhyani-Buddha will be either the guiding or simply the presiding "Angel," so to say, in every new rebirth of the monad, which is part of his own essence, though his vehicle, man, may remain for ever ignorant of this fact. The adepts have each their Dhyani-Buddha, their elder "twin Soul," and they know it, calling it "Father-Soul," and "Father-Fire." It is only at the last and supreme initiation, however, that they learn it when placed face to face with the bright "Image." How much has Bulwer Lytton known of this mystic fact when describing, in one of his highest inspirational moods, Zanoni face to face with his Augoeides?
There is a difference between the Atman and the personality and hence our HGA is something beyond the lower ego (personality).  Yet, it is our Twin Soul as also hinted at in the Gnostic Gospel of Thomas.  This Atman or star is the central sun of each our individual universes.  As Thelemites, we are (in Motta's words) Children of the Sun.
The Logos, or both the unmanifested and the manifested WORD, is called by the Hindus, Iswara, "the Lord," though the Occultists give it another name. Iswara, say the Vedantins, is the highest consciousness in nature. "This highest consciousness," answer the Occultists, "is only a synthetic unit in the world of the manifested Logos -- or on the plane of illusion; for it is the sum total of Dhyan-Chohanic consciousnesses." "Oh, wise man, remove the conception that not-Spirit is Spirit," says Sankaracharya. Atma is not-Spirit in its final Parabrahmic state, Iswara or Logos is Spirit; or, as Occultism explains, it is a compound unity of manifested living Spirits, the parent-source and nursery of all the mundane and terrestrial monads, plus their divine reflection, which emanate from, and return into, the Logos, each in the culmination of its time. There are seven chief groups of such Dhyan Chohans, which groups will be found and recognised in every religion, for they are the primeval SEVEN Rays. Humanity, occultism teaches us, is divided into seven distinct groups and their sub-divisions, mental, spiritual, and physical.  Hence the seven chief planets, the spheres of the indwelling seven spirits, under each of which is born one of the human groups which is guided and influenced thereby. There are only seven planets (specially connected with earth), and twelve houses, but the possible combinations of their aspects are countless. As each planet can stand to each of the others in twelve different aspects, their combinations must, therefore, be almost infinite; as infinite, in fact, as the spiritual, psychic, mental, and physical capacities in the numberless varieties of the genus homo, each of which varieties is born under one of the seven planets and one of the said countless planetary combinations.
Motta talks a bit about the various magickal schools, named by colors and drawn from Crowley's teachings, as found in Magick Without Tears.  I think HPB may not only be more specific in this detail, but more accurate in attributing each to a planet.  We Thelemites may be of the Sun; but other mystical/magickal schools would then be of other planets, having other purposes, paths and augoieades.
 This was known to every high Initiate in every age and in every country: "I and my Father are one," said Jesus (John x. 30).  When He is made to say, elsewhere (xx. 17): "I ascend to my Father and your Father," it meant that which has just been stated.  The identity, and at the same time the illusive differentiation of the Angel-Monad and the Human-Monad is shown by the following sentences: "My Father is greater than I" (John xiv. 26) ; "Glorify your Father who is in Heaven" (Matt. v. 16); "The righteous will shine in the kingdom of their Father" (not our Father) (Matt. xiii. 43) "Know ye not ye are a temple of God, and that the Spirit of God dwelleth in you? (I Cor. iii. 16); "I ascend to my Father," etc., etc.  It was simply to show that the group of his disciples and followers attracted to Him belonged to the same Dhyani Buddha, "Star," or "Father," again of the same planetary realm and division as He did. 
First we learn how to relate each to our own personal augoeiades...each our own personal god or Adonai (as shown right at the beginning of Liber LXV).  But then of what planetary path may others be?  Liber AL teaches us that the Jews have the half; might they be of the Moon?  Certainly it is important in our science that the Sun and Moon be conjoined.  And here we have another way of interpreting this; outside the science of sexual magick.
It is then the "Seven Sons of Light" -- called after their planets and (by the rabble) often identified with them -- namely Saturn, Jupiter, Mercury, Mars, Venus, and -- presumably for the modern critic, who goes no deeper than the surface of old religions* -- the Sun and Moon, which are, according to the Occult teachings, our heavenly Parents, or "Father," synthetically. Hence, as already remarked, polytheism is really more philosophical and correct, as to fact and nature, than anthropomorphic monotheism. Saturn, Jupiter, Mercury, and Venus, the four exoteric planets, and the three others, which must remain unnamed, were the heavenly bodies in direct astral and psychic communication with the Earth, its Guides, and Watchers -- morally and physically; the visible orbs furnishing our Humanity with its outward and inward characteristics, and their "Regents" or Rectors with our Monads and spiritual faculties. In order to avoid creating new misconceptions, let it be stated that among the three secret orbs (or star-angels) neither Uranus nor Neptune entered; not only because they were unknown under these names to the ancient Sages, but because they, as all other planets, however many there may be, are the gods and guardians of other septenary chains of globes within our systems.
And so these Rectors, each having their own church or community (and perhaps are also addressed in the Book of Revelation; cf. the GCL document: Liber Congregus Restituo) may present certain other cultural loci in the human congress of seven races.
The Planetary origin of the Monad (Soul) and of its faculties was taught by the Gnostics. On its way to the Earth, as on its way back from the Earth, each soul born in, and from, the "Boundless Light,"* had to pass through the seven planetary regions both ways. The pure Dhyani and Devas of the oldest religions had become, in course of time, with the Zoroastrians, the Seven Daevas, the ministers of Ahriman, "each chained to his planet" (see Origen's Copy of the Chart); with the Brahmins, the Asuras and some of its Rishis -- good, bad and indifferent; and among the Egyptian Gnostics it was Thoth or (Hermes) who was the chief of the seven whose names are given by Origen as Adonai, genius of the Sun; Tao, of the Moon; Eloi, of Jupiter; Sabao, of Mars; Orai, of Venus; Astaphai, of Mercury; and Ildabaoth (Jehovah), of Saturn. Finally, the Pistis-Sophia, which the greatest modern authority on exoteric Gnostic beliefs, the late Mr. C. W. King, refers to as "that precious monument of Gnosticism," -- this old document echoes, while distorting it to sectarian purposes, the archaic belief of the ages. The Astral Rulers of the Spheres (the planets) create the monads (the Souls) from their own substance out of the "tears of their eyes, and the sweat of their torments," endowing the monads with a spark of the Divine Light, which is their substance. It will be shown in Book II. why these "Lords of the Zodiac and Spheres" have been transformed by sectarian theology into the rebellious angels of the Christians, who took them from the Seven Devs of the Magi, without understanding the significance of the allegory.
And yet, perhaps these are seven levels of being (with both possible doctrines not necessarily contradicting the other) that are a part of our natural evolutionary process.
Consider, if you will, the view of "Nema" from "Silver Star" magazine: "Neophytes often assume that Initiation proceeds by a linear, though often crooked, path. The experience of walking (and leaping along) that path, however, reveals that each Sphere is revisited repeatedly, each time with a little more intelligence applied to the appreciation of its essence, its virtues and its pitfalls. The same repetition applies to ‘Crossing the Abyss’."  <http://www.horusmaat.com/silverstar/SILVERSTAR9-PG14.htm>
Yes, in this rare instance I would agree with Nema; though I have little respect for her Wiccan Christianity disguised as meta-Thelema.  Her so-called prophecy is as antithetic to Thelema as one could possibly develop and the idol-worship she has inspired in those lunatics that are her acolytes is as enslaving as any Buddha/Jesus could have themselves developed.  To all these augurs of death and decay, I say again:  Good riddens!
Please note that in quoting from this author I am not aligning myself with hir organization, doctrines, etc., but I am referring to this paragraph for its own merits.
Good!!! -- I would lose the profound respect I have for you if this were to be otherwise.  Nema is not a prophet, but a self-deluded moron leading other morons to indulge in their metaphysical fantasias.  I am gladdened by the fact that history has already dismissed her and that her followers are fading away.  Of course, what is the center of her philosophical system...losing the ego!...and with the added irony of her followers (as she herself) a company of rabid egotists with a false pride that is easily threatened and will induce a virulent response from them; believe me, I have learned this from experience.
___
 

 

[pj] The uniting of all these egos into one overseeing and superior ego creates the Higher Self. 
[dg] Once again I must point out that the Atman or Higher Self is defined as that which is uncreated.
[pj] Then you are saying that this Higher Self is the augoeiades (and as produced in the ancient ritual of the unborn)? 
Thanks for the interesting material on the Augoeiades. Yes, I believe the object of the Bornless Ritual (Liber Samekh) is identical with the equilibration and unification of one's personal self with the uncreated Atman. The Augoeiades, the Genius, the Daimon, the Higher Self, the Holy Guardian Angel, the Holy Spirit, and many other terms from the spiritual lore of the ages, all are references to this same Atman. This recognition is the syncretic phase of skeptical analysis. There are of course many differences in usage of these various terms, and understanding these differences is the eclectic phase. By balancing these approaches on the razor edge of intuitive inspiration, the underlying reality many be apprehended.
HADIT is "everywhere the center", which tells me that every last cell of our being is a monad (which I believe HPB affirms in what I have copied into this message-above.  And so really, every space-mark and every coordinate is an HADIT; the aggregate Soul congealing into a yet-greater HADIT, which brings me to a conundrum that it seems HPB calls a mystery and as found in Liber AL:I.52 (and is perhaps why we will never reach an end to this discussion...a joyful journey; though I dare reveal one secret I've been holding from the beginning:of our dialogue, there is no scientific way to prove or disprove that Atman = Brahman)
If this be not aright; if ye confound the space-marks, saying: They are one; or saying, They are many; if the ritual be not ever unto me: then expect the direful judgments of Ra Hoor Khuit!
In other words, we are all connected as ONE, though we are MANY, which means in my view, we are all gods/monads though this fabric composed of us is the connecting link.  The only true affirmation is to recognize our connection by being of service to the world around us (participating in life) in the love of the world and the time/space continnum, which is itself eternal.  Being of service, acting in the world is the perfect adoration of NUIT, which I teach my students in contradistinction with most other A.'.A.'. lineages that simply have their Aspirants write a poem that they call an adoration whilst continuing with their narcissism.
Acting in the world and not despising it as Buddha teaches is the love of NUIT per AL:I.53--
This shall regenerate the world, the little world my sister, my heart & my tongue, unto whom I send this kiss.  Also, o scribe and prophet, though thou be of the princes, it shall not assuage thee nor absolve thee.  But ecstasy be thine and joy of earth: ever To me!  To me!
That we are both ONE and MANY is easily affirmable, as I can focus on myself (know thyself) and I can focus on that expanded consciousness of my connection with the world around (as found in my previous post and in which you commented on above).  But I also maintain that the NOT is ineffable and should not be quantified; whether as consciousness or otherwise.  Yes the ALL/MANY is consciousness...NOT has nothing to do with this.
___
 

 

I have been suggesting that you have been influenced by the seemingly obvious ego-loser philosophy, but have not been using this as an ad hominem attack.  The philosophy is so intimately woven into the Christist paradigm (Christianity itself borrowing most of its ideology from Buddhism, which Thelema clearly abhors as shown above). 
You appear to have overlooked a possible explanation for the prevalence of what you are calling the "ego-loser philosophy"... that it results from the actual perception of reality derived from mystical experience as filtered through the various cultures and traditions of Earth. Also, as I have mentioned, the apparent "abhorrence" of Thelema for the spiritual traditions of the old aeon reflects a simple reversal of polarity. Thus the old aeon formula of "Thy will be done as it is in Heaven" is re-stated as "Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law" - yet these are two ways of stating the same exact principle - only the narrative viewpoint has changed; the old aeon formula is expressed from the perspective of the human ego that views itself as separate from the universal being, and the new aeon formula is expressed from the perspective of their unity.
I don't agree: "Thy will be done" is the Christian anthropomorphosizing a god that they have to follow as he gives laws punishable by eternal torture.  "Do what thou wilt" declares everyone a god with each to follow his own law and not to appeal to any consoler god.  Yes, "the rituals of the old time are black"; filling the human soul with darkness and ignorance.
___
 

 

As soon as I say to these ego-losers (chanting their brains out-pun-in their yoga and natural food centers) that I am all for the war in Iraq--I've been literally booted off the premises... 
An understandable reaction. Surely you were jesting with them. If you were indeed serious, I would have to say with ruthless honesty as I am sworn to do that you are seriously deluded. The US war against Iraq has been the greatest disaster to human civilization since the destruction of the Library of Alexandria. It was a premeditated crime engineered under false pretenses, motivated by malice and avarice. Further, how could the murder of hundreds of thousands of innocent civilians (each a star in the body of Nuit - a unique and irreplaceable human life) be deemed defensible under any circumstances?  <http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Casualties_of_the_conflict_in_Iraq_since_2003>
No, I wasn't jesting; and I don't care how PC the wickipedia article may be.  Before the world can be united (in my view) there will be a dividing of the world into two halves; one controlled by China and one by the U.S.  We are in the process of seizing and crystallizing our control of the West as China is also doing the same in the East.  And we are learning about all types of warfare (in this case desert war and small terrorist-oriented tactics) as China is doing the same in conquering Tibet and other territories.  Beyond this, I new it would ultimately come to bankrupt our corrupted Fed system (a crime commited agains all Americans)...and that it's starting to do...to my great applause.  And then there's the fight of the old world (Islam) against our new industrial culture (not all that different from the American Civil War, but on a larger scale)...and these 15th century jerks need a good slap in the face...not to mention how vital oil really is to our culture at this time.
And again, all is as it should be!...the most difficult thing for a spiritual person to accept.  The war in Iraq is a consequence of all our thoughts...the world's collected karma.  So are there innocents being killed in Iraq...NO!  Is the outcry against this war a bunch of PC (fasist) bullshit...YES!  Om Shanti...a nihilist call to crap.  The world has always fought wars and always will...it is how our great civilizations came to be...and because of this war and others like it, one day, we will have a united planet and a greatness of culture beyond which we can yet even dream about.  How short-sighted and pedantic are these anti-war peace-niks in their self-righteousness and their knee-jerk obfuscations.
This is exactly the kind of ratiomimetic trap we are warned of in AL II.27. (There is great danger in me; for who doth not understand these runes shall make a great miss. He shall fall down into the pit called Because, and there he shall perish with the dogs of Reason.) 
And so what you're saying is that you like your BECAUSE better than you like mine?...that you would even quote Liber AL out of context?  Liber AL is showing how BECAUSE prevents one from acting.  George Bush acted, he didn't wait for BECAUSE, but saw a need and responded...the peace-niks are wrapped up in BECAUSE and self-righteous feel goodism.
To quote Crowley:
We must not suppose for an instant that the Book of the Law is opposed to reason.  On the contrary, its own claim to authority rests upon reason, and nothing else.  It disdains the arts of the orator.  It makes reason the autocrat of the mind.  But that very fact emphasizes that the mind should attend to its own business.  It should not transgress its limits.  It should be a perfect machine, an apparatus for representing the universe accurately and impartially to its master.  The Self, its Will, and its Apprehension, should be utterly beyond it.  Its individual peculiarities are its imperfections.  If we identify ourselves with our thoughts or our bodily instincts, we are evidently pledged to partake of their partiality.  We make ourselves items of the interaction of our own illusions.
The images of battle in Liber AL are metaphorical instruction in spiritual technique; to take them literally is to fail the first ordeal that separates out those who are unworthy to enter the palace of the gnosis. (The term "palace" is metaphorical also and is not a reference to an actual physical building.) Such literalism would lead to the madness of neofascist ideology, the festering dung of Choronzon.
No; Choronzon has to do with the Abyss experience and is not to be equivocated with the Christist idea of Satan...again, a mixing of the planes and of symbol systems.  Yes, the symbolism in AL are symbols...but some humans are warriors...some being Americans, proud and happy to be in Iraq as they themselves are of the warrior cast.  I'm an artist...so I don't plan on being there; and I'm also a patriot that wants to celebrate these soldiers and the carrying out of each their individual Wills.
Without war and conquest, there would have been no Rome, no Egypt, no Constantinople, no Jerusalem, no New York, no Paris, no London...again, as I said above, we'd still be living in caves and probably would be extinct altogether.  But yes, it feels so good to say "Peace man" like some old Hippie...but then as they turned Yuppies, we saw what plastic hipocrites they really are.  They came to the brink in bringing down the Viet-nam War and could've gone on to destroy the FED, which is the true cause of fascism in our country; but they bowed out at this point and bought into the FED and it's maidservant Wallstreet...whimps!...cowards: professional soldiers that dare not fight.
To quote my own writing on War as found on the A.'.A.'. page of my website (A Summation of War):
Yet Ra-Hoor-Khuit, this union of Nuit and Hadit, Sky and Earth, calls for this Initiation by way of bloodshed (Cf. Crowley's notes on the formula of Cheth and the Chariot Atu) as ecstatic union, a Eucharist. This war of competing Christist ideologies or WWIII is yet another in a series of wars and bloodshed (as per the Tower Atu) that shows the process of the bloody sacrifice, which pervades this Aeon unto the Aeon of Maat. That is why Liber AL is in a sense 'The Third Testament'. As the second testament of the Gnostics was perverted by Council of Nicea and the Roman Patriarchs...and as the first testament was perverted by the Rabbinical Egyptians. Aiwass comes to reveal it again and in a way suitable for the time in which it is being heard. And he does try to prevent its perversion with the command of changing not so much as the style of a letter. 
"Now let it be first understood that I am a god of War and of Vengeance.  I shall deal hardly with them."  AL III.3
But Thelema has devolved and seems to have succumb to the Christist egregore of the Theists. This is what Motta was trying to warn us about. It explains what seems to many as his quite mad behavior. Now, I'm not trying to fully vouchsafe for him with some of the things he's written and done. But his actions can be interpreted as an attempt to thwart and get around a very subtle energy...Ialdabaoth or the demiurge. Ialdabaoth is still apparently quite clever; so much so that Ra-Hoor-Khuit manipulates these wars to shake up and destroy Theism and its superstitions by overthrowing the false kings of this earth. This is that love that we know nothing about as per Liber Cheth, vs. 20.
In the outer world and in the 'here and now', we are at war...Americans and Rosicrucians as much as we are Thelemites. It is our civic duty act as patriots. But as Rosicrucians, we have to point out the true and subtle nature of this war for 'those who have ears'. My amazement comes when seemingly no Thelemite can come to understand this. And any call I have for war not only falls on deaf ears...but like Motta, there's this knee-jerk reaction that pins me down as carrying ignoble intent. And this is caused by this fascistic political correctness ('PC') that we've conditioned into our psyche on a social level, which is of course characteristically subtle; seeming quite clearly like the work of the demiurge.
And also from the same article (with a quote from Patrizia Norelli-Bachelet, author of Gnostic Cycles):
Patrizia Norelli-Bachelet speaks poignantly to the necessity of war:
"Destruction and violence are necessary because the spiritual part of its being on a collective and individual scale has rejected the Earth, and as far as the planet is concerned, the way of sleep and escape has been preferred.  This has created an imbalance of power, the result of which is a breakdown in the rhythm of evolution.  The movement is 'out of time', as it were.  In order to bring it back into time the process of destruction has become the only known way.  There is a discrepancy with Time, which is the motor of the evolution, and in order to accelerate the march an explosive process becomes necessary to keep the movement within a certain harmony and rhythm.  it is, in fact, a question of harmonization.  When there is a disturbance of the balance, a disharmony that threatens to swing the scales of the planet's evolutionary equilibrium definitely in a direction which will throw it into complete imbalance, a means of rectification is required and destruction serves this purpose, with its issue of violence and waste.  The best known of these methods is war.  Large scale war is the outcome of a gap in the time rhythm, a sleep of certain energies, creating disunity and separation within the total movement.  To restore the aspect of wholeness, though this be only for brief intervals, a violent measure is necessary.  And then Mother Nature makes use of some insxturments upon Earth for this purpose--to carry out her designs."
Addendum 4-11-03ev:
It is sad to see several supposedly Thelemic bodies having set up their websites in opposition to the War in Iraq.  Horus is a god of war and vengeance.  And the toppling of a brutal dictator even worse than Hitler is part of the 'Manifest Destiny' of the United States of America.  This Aeon of Horus is about War and despite other reasons that one might suspect is the actual intent of the Bush Administration, they don't necessarily see the forces acting behind and through them.
Not only have these Thelemics showed an ignorance of history, even though one of these websites is devoted to the history of the Western Mystery Tradition, but they show their knee-jerk, Hippie colors as infantile as these fools even were in the 60s and 70s.  The Earth herself has called for this War (WWIII) as a rooting-out of the weak as per Crowley's commentaries to Liber AL vel Legis.  The serious Student is referred to Crowley's novel:  Moonchild for more on this.  And to these Thelemics, we give the collective sigh:  Oi Veh!
___
 

 

[dg] From an Advaitist or monist viewpoint, change implies time, and time is an element, with space, of the phenomenal or manifested domain; while the uncreated, indestructible essence exists beyond time, and therefore is unchanging - including all possible states of change within its totality.
[pj] And I say that's all there is, time and space; the NOT is ineffable and for all practical purposes (as the Qabalists teach) doesn't exist and is nothing to get back to anyway.  
You appear to be making the error of jumping from the Abyss to the veils of the Negative as if the Supernal Triad did not exist. In so doing you seem to be denying the possibility not only of Understanding and Wisdom, but even of the Crown itself - the Paramatman. To say that the time/space domain is "all there is" and that the unmanifest universal consciousness "doesn't exist" amounts to an affirmation of atheist materialism, which is at odds not only with Thelema but with the entire Hermetic and Gnostic tradition. 
No, what I am saying is that Atman is Tiphareth and for that matter, Paramatman is Kether...beyond is the Ain Soph Aur; it's outer shell, the Aur we seem to have some comprehension in that we connect it to the Aethyr, which itself seems quite pliable and from which we are constituted.  But the Ain Soph (nothing and limitless nothing) is as the Qabalists teach, beyond human conception...NOT.  I am not denying the NOT, but I am not quantifying it nor being so presumptuous as to state that I have a comprehension of it.
Now, with all that I have said, why resort to such an accusatory tactic as saying that I am some sort of atheist and materialist?  This conversation has been very constructive to this point...do we need to play this game?  You already know that I am not an atheist (unless of course, you like the ignorant public, equivocate Deism with atheism), nor am I a materialist.  But of course, my Deist orientation is not theistic at all...rather, a-theistic...ROFL.
Again, my reply is that it is possible to experience directly and unambiguously the fact that universal consciousness does exist, by first entering into contact and dialogue with it, and ultimately by uniting one's whole self with it. What I am most interested in studying is the procedures and technologies that make this possible. I have offered before, and still do, to go into this subject in greater detail, toward the end of working out an easily understood set of procedures that anyone who chooses to commit the requisite effort can use with a reasonable expectation of achieving predictable results.
Universal consciousness is about the ALL and our interconnection...to me, this has nothing to do with the AIN SOPH.
___
 

 

The NOT became manifest as it could do no other thing and was dissatisfied with this condition (or it would not have become manifest)...and it will remain in perpetuity in this manifest state; the state of living and being alive...manifest in the space/time continuum.
Actually your interpretation is interesting - and while our views do evidently differ, I appreciate having the opportunity to compare them. I am curious as to how you arrived at the conclusion that "it could do no other thing" - what information is it possible to have about what "it" could do? And what is the source of this information? What particularly interests me is your idea that "it" - the Not/All - was "dissatisfied" with existing in the state of an unmanifest totality. How would it be possible to be dissatisfied with a state of infinite bliss? 
I draw this from the teachings of the Qabalah.  As the ancient Rabbi's contemplated God, they saw that in its ineffable nature, it was unknowable and completely beyond human comprehension and apprehension, which is why also, the Jews abhored idolotry (though the Christians adopted it in a totality and made the world or European Art).  In considering that God was unperceivable and undesribable, they termed it the AIN, meaning NOT.  Subsequently, they deduced that this Nothing was without limit: the AIN SOPH...and ultimately, then they gleaned but one small perception; that this limitless nothing must be a limitless light...the AIN SOPH AUR.
Now, this nothing they taught, sought a means by which it can know itself...(so much for infinite bliss!...the false teaching of that spector called Buddha)...so it concentrated a center called Kether...and the rest is history...or the Tree-of-Life.
___
 

 

[dg] To say "infinite and therefore unknowable" is tantamount to denying the possibility of Samadhi, Satori, Nirvana, Cosmic Consciousness, and the Beatific Vision. 

[pj] I disagree when considering Samadhi, as I think I effectively outlined at the top of this post.  In terms of Satori and Nirvana, you are correct; these places are hideouts for the ego-losing cowards.  Cosmic Consciousness is that grand view that described also at the top of this post...and the Beatific Vision is the Vision of the Augoeides.
And I say all these terms are interchangeable names for real-time awareness of universal consciousness. Shocking, I know, but true nonetheless.  
I disagree.
___
 

 

He translates Neschamah as Intuition?!!!  
No, Neschama and intuition are both linked to Binah - a quite different statement. Reason is associated with the Ruach and intuition with Neschama. A different type of cognitive function is involved in each case. Reason is symbolic and literal, based on the word and verbal thought. Intuition is non-verbal knowing that occurs spontaneously and is described more accurately as feeling than thinking, although it is a mental phenomenon like thought; it is referred to in the Torah as "a still, small voice". The "language" of intuition is not symbols or images, but direct comprehension of truth, which then may be translated by the rational intellect into symbols, images and words.
But yes, right at the top of his page:  SOUL NESHAMA (INTUITION)
___
 

 

The weak destroy the quality of our racial evolution, they should be let go from this life and given the ability to reorganize into better quality human beings that the evolution of the race is strengthened.
I repudiate this nazi bullshit. Allowing your mind to be polluted by this poison is the greatest weakness and the worst disservice to human evolution. The only thing that can strengthen our evolution is the attainment of self-realization by an increasing number of individuals. 
That the Nazis perverted the Eugenics movement of the early 20th Century ev is not my concern.  But at least I am not hindered from exploring what it has to offer.  Of course, your self-righteous, knee-jerk response here may prevent you from understanding...let's see if you really do practice what you preach and you can step outside yourself to consider ideas with an open mind.  Check out these websites:
Start at this one: http://www.eugenics.net/ wherein on the homepage is said:
Future Generations is about humanitarian eugenics. 
Humanitarian eugenics strives to leave a genuine legacy 
of love to future generations: good health, high intelligence, 
and noble character. We advocate measures to improve the innate
quality of humankind which are entirely voluntary. Please be forewarned
that most ideas expressed on this website are "politically incorrect." We aspire
to total honesty, believing that it is the only policy for people with integrity,
and furthermore, that in the long run, honesty is far-and-away the most compassionate
policy. If we ever hope to solve the problems which face our species, it's imperative
that we first look at them objectively, and assess the scientific evidence without
bias. If the truth about genetics and behavior, about eugenics, or about
race, is considered "taboo," and falsehoods are the only socially 
acceptable opinions, then this is truly a sad state of affairs,
but we won't let it deter us.
 

Then investigate the links on that page:
The first link: http://www.eugenics.net/papers/caseforeugenics.html and on this page is said:
The eleventh edition of The Encyclopedia Britannica defines eugenics as "the organic betterment of the race through wise application of the laws of heredity." Most people draw a blank when they hear the word, or it conjures up images of swastikas and jack-booted Nazis. But eugenics has had a long history, extending back to ancient Rome and beyond.
Eugenics is concerned with the current direction of human evolution. Thousands of articles have been published in scholarly journals, tons of dirt have been sifted through with tiny brushes in search for skulls, vast amounts of grant money awarded to researchers, and many entire careers spent trying to discover how we evolved larger brains and greater intelligence up to the point of Homo sapiens, and this is a fascinating and worthwhile endeavor. But what is urgent, what is arguably the most important question facing our species, is where human beings are evolving right now. Are we evolving in a favorable direction, or an unfavorable one?
It's true that natural selection has virtually ceased to operate in many parts of the world today, but evolution continues because human reproduction is far from random. Just as history marches on indefinitely into the future, both in war and in peace, so, too, does evolution. Reproductive patterns of each generation shape the innate character of successive generations, whether for better, or for worse.
Most of us want to give our children as much as our parents gave us, preferably more. We want them to have the best possible education, and every advantage we can afford. We also hope to leave them a better world than the one we were born into. However, the most important legacy we can bequeath to our children is their own biological integrity: good health, high intelligence, and noble character. These traits go a long ways towards insuring their personal happiness and well-being. Taken collectively, these traits constitute the ability of a population to maintain and advance civilization - the most precious of human gifts - for without civilization, chaos reigns, "might makes right," and suffering abounds.
The focus of this paper will be on intelligence. Here's the argument, in a nutshell:
1. Human intelligence is largely hereditary. 
2. Civilization depends totally upon innate intelligence. Without innate intelligence, civilization would never have been created. When intelligence declines, so does civilization.
3. The higher the level of civilization, the better off the population. Civilization is not an either-or proposition. Rather, it's a matter of degree, and each degree, up or down, affects the well-being of every citizen.
4. At the present time, we are evolving to become less intelligent with each new generation. Why is this happening? Simple: the least-intelligent people are having the most children.
5. Unless we halt or reverse this trend, our civilization will invariably decline. Any decline in civilization produces a commensurate increase in the collective "misery quotient."
Logic and scientific evidence stand behind each statement listed above.
Another link on this site (http://www.eugenics.net/papers/gw001.html) is also interesting...and all of this is completely inconsistent with Nazi propaganda...but of course, if you take a knee-jerk reaction to the word...how can your mind be open?
On the page this link brings you to, the question is asked:
 Whatever happened to Eugenics? How is it that the prevention of human suffering came to be considered as the greater evil? In this delightful little book Roger Pearson takes us on an excursion through history, science and ideologies.
I can answer this, the fascist PC Hippie ideology has created a knee-jerk self-righteousness that has served to close minds and created a condition by which the intelligence level of our society is rapidly falling...threatening the quality of the future of our race.  It is as it has always been, the time to consider ideas on their own merits and not on the propagandistic taboos set up by such forces as the Hippies and other PC-oriented groups have aligned themselves with.  By the taboo, the investigation into ideas has become censored and the intelligensia has been turned into a society of boogeymen; how Hitler would've loved them!  The PC philosophy has forced many to make their voices dumb with a fear to speak; it's fascist effect is as strong as anything the Nazi's or other terrorist organizations could produce.  Indeed, the PC group is a terrorist network that condemns free thinkers and free speakers to hide; lest they be deemed evil and castigated out of society.  And society has since become, one dumbed-down community with the lowest common denominator ruling over the greatest amongst us and completely castrating them.
___
 

 

The Silent Voice in me has been there all my life and I can see how you or others can describe it as unchanging; but I can't help feel a process of maturation in that it has taken in all the impressions connected with my life in this manifestation.
If we could observe a human life from its first breath till its last, we would see constant change and transformation of body, mind and soul. Yet one element remains the same throughout - the axle of the wheel as it were - and that is the conscious sense of presence and awareness of being - through the always changing manifestation this one golden thread will remain always exactly what it is. It is right there now just as it was before you learned to talk, even while you swam in the womb. It will exist just the same when you give back your last breath. What may indeed change and grow is our ability to notice and pay attention to the Silent Voice of our own deepest essence. 
Ouch!  We're all the same through all incarnations and everything we do is meaningless as it can have no effect on us...we are unchanging and all our actions are meaningless...keep listeing to that unchanging voice...watch those Dallas Cowboys on your TV; lock your doors, close your mind...it's time for the 2-minute warning (Jello Biafra).
___
 

 

And again, if Atman is unchanging and there are not the many separate Atmans, then our interactions are false and I should just do nothing as life itself is pre-determinedly false with all of history being but a blind inevitability.  Such a nihilistic notion, whether directly or implicitly expressed, I cannot accept.
Why are our interactions false? Why should you just do nothing? Who has said that history is blind inevitability? I certainly never said anything like that. I honestly don't follow your line of reasoning here at all. How exactly was this nihilistic notion implied or expressed in any of my comments? Knowing the true nature of your deep self does not relieve you from the responsibility of freedom or the inexorable law of causation. It just allows you to see it all from another perspective.
I didn't imply that you said history was a blind inevitability; just that you and those of the ego-loser philosophy have reduced action to an inconsequentiality...we are as you say, unchanging and therefore unaffected by the progression of time, and really but need to sit and wait for our escape into the "bliss" of NOT.  Of course, much more easily than meditation and other arduous spiritual practices, I simply have to wait until I'm old enough in each incarnation to purchase a gun...then I can shoot myself in the head...eventually, I'll be able to stay in bliss land eternally...in the meantime, I have to hope that Brahma will wake up; annihilating the Universe, then I won't even have to work that hard.
Forgive the wry commentary...the Nazi accusation got me incensed.  To append this, I'll add a quote from Crowley (another accused of Nazi affinity; is it no wonder that I've been billed as the evilest man since Crowley?!):
Imagine that each atom of each element possesses the memory of all his adventures in combination.  By the way, that atom, fortified with that memory, would not be the same atom; yet it is, because it has gained nothing from anywhere except this memory.  Therefore, by the lapse of time and by virtue of memory, a thing (although originally an Infinite Perfection) could become something more than itself; and thus a real development is possible.  One can then see a reason for any element deciding to go through this series of incarnations (god, that was a magnificent conception!) because so, and only so, can he go; and he suffers the lapse of memory of His own Reality of Perfection which he has during these incarnations, because he knows he will come through unchanged.

Therefore you have an infinite number of gods, individual and equal though diverse, each one supreme and utterly indestructible.  This is also the only explanation of how a being could create a world in which war, evil, "etc." exist.  Evil is only an appearance because, like "good", it cannot affect the substance itself, but only multiply its combinations.  This is something the same as mystic monism, but the objection to that theory is that God has to create things which are all parts of himself, so that their interplay is false.  If we presuppose many elements, their interplay is natural.  It is no objection to this theory to ask who made the elements -- the elements are at least there; and God, when you look for him, is not there.  Theism is "obscurum per obscurius".  
And I'll add to that the Theists are ego-losers...I'm a Deist...I like my ego as I like me...and I place my future in a state of enlightened self-interest.
AL I.11:  "These are fools that men adore; both their Gods & their men are fools."
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Hi Dale,
93
I thought I'd try to make my position a bit more clear.  Working with a Wickipedia definition, I've added some commentary:
 

Paramatman
 

In Hindu theology, Paramatman or Paramatma is the Absolute Atman or Supreme Soul or Spirit (also known as Supersoul or Oversoul) in the Vedanta and Yoga philosophies of India. Paramatman is one of the aspects of Brahman: "Learned transcendentalists who know the Absolute truth call this nondual substance Brahman, Paramatma or Bhagavan." [1]
Also known as the divine self or the one object, Paramatman is situated in the heart of every individual jiva in the macrocosm. Rigveda[2] and Upanishads compare Atman and Paramatman to two birds sitting like friends on a tree (body). Atman eats its fruits (karma) and Paramatman only observes his friend as a witness (sākşhī) of his actions.
	 

Paramatman would be the Augoeides of the ancient Greeks.  It is the Silent Self that is each our individual godhood.  It's invocation and projection onto Aethyric substance is the completion of the work of Magick in the Outer College (GD of the A.'.A.'.).  The Atman, being karmically oriented, is of the body; that set of egos that must be congealed to one perfected whole (asar un nefer; being "myself made perfect") and brought to focus on the Paramatman in order to induce an intimate relationship between the two.  If the Atman remains fixed on the body from which it arises, its karma (action) remains with the body and remains as transient and impermanent; disintegrating with the body upon the death of the body.  But if it connects with the Paramatman (crossing the Abyss), it can carry its karma to its next incarnation as a whole being and continue an evolutionary development; rather than starting again with whatever chance-oriented incarnation it takes on.  The assumption here is that Paramatman, being merely an observer and not of the world of karma, cannot make such a choice, or it would be acting (karmically-oriented).
 

Etymology


 

[image: image1.png]


The word stem paramātman (परमात्मन्, pronounced [pərəmaːtmən], its nominative singular being paramātmā — परमात्मा, pronounced [pərəmaːtmaː]) is formed from two words, param, meaning "supreme" or "highest", and ātman, which means individual spirit or soul or self.
 

Paramatman is the individual star that the MT, upon reaching Binah (the successful traversing of the Abyss) is said to cast into the heavens, while simultaneously projecting back down into the Ruach.  It is in the Ruach where our individuality lies and this individuality must be real and not an illusion, or the entire Universe is one big cosmic ubsurdity; the notion of the ego-losing nihilists.  Those who preach and take such a position, indeed actually hold their Atman in its trance within and upon the body, which is why they seek so ardently to escape it as it feels a prison to them.  And these ego-losers think their one god is the same god over all, which in the West has a greater distortion when mixing ideas of god with the ideas of royalty and kinghood.  The anthropomorphication of this idea has proven a provocative and superstitious fairy tale that creates perpetual war on this planet.  Each of us that falls into this trap becomes convinced that he has the corner on the highest truth and is the only one that can truly determine right from wrong; in a manichaean frenzy of self-righteousness.  Though they preach humility (ego-loss), it is more for others to listen to them than to really practice themselves.  Their self-interest is not enlightened at all; but desperate and maddening.   They insist on the blindness of those that disagree with them, saying: "I can't believe you can't see how obvious this all is to me."  And so they are blinded by their belief (superstition) and hold their focus on the body; obsessed with health and wealth and the general pretense to care for nature herself.  All of this helps them to tell themselves they are the good guys and hold in place the manichaean idea of absolutes in morality.  "Make love not war" they cry, as if their thoughts are not a part of the collective consciousness that has kept the world in a state of perpetual war.
 

Alchemically:
Paramatman = Spirit = Mercury
Atman = Soul = Sulphur
Jivatman = (aethyric) Body = Salt
 

Descriptions
 

Paramatman is beyond knowledge and ignorance, devoid of all material attributes (upadhi). In Vaishnava texts such as the Bhagavad Gita, ch. 13, it is described as four-armed Lord Vishnu residing in the hearts of all beings and in every atom of matter. He is the overseer and the permitter of their actions[3] and reminds him how to act according to his advancement.[4] Paramatman is different from five elements (mahabhutas), senses, mind, pradhana and jiva.[5]
In today's Hinduism, the word Paramātmā is invariably used to refer to God, interchangeably with Ishvara (the Supreme Lord) and Bhagavan (divine, holy). The word invariably conjures the concept of the infinite, non-corporeal God in a monotheistic sense to today's Hindus, even though Bhagavan etc. may be applied as epithets to many devas or the demi-gods of Hinduism. Some, like the sect of Brahma Kumaris, like to visualize Paramatman as a point of light[citation needed].
In Advaita philosophy, individual souls are called Jīvātman, and the Highest Brahman is called Paramātman; the Jivatman and the Paramatman become one and the same when the Jivatman attains the true knowledge of the Brahman.
 

The hidden intimation in the above paragraph is the uniting of the above with the below; that the aethyric body becomes focused on the trance vibrations of Paramatman, rather than of the material body.  AUMGN
This is called immortality, which itself is the quality of taking on karmic involvement in order to become greater than itself.  Such greatness makes artists and conquerors, scientists and doctors; et al.  These beings act in the phenomenal world and find a deep abiding reality in this world (Assiah) that is entirely interconnected with the subtle worlds (Briah & Yetzirah) that have incarnated from the highest world (Atziluth, which itself is the individualized aspect of Brahman).  And they know that the non-indivdulality of Brahman belongs to the Ain Soph Aur--NOT. which is ineffable and beyond consideration.  Only the superstitious mind can take this NOT and form it into a king/god that desires to be prayed to and adored; this the distortion of Western culture after is castration by Constantine symbolized by the destruction of the Library at Alexandria and the political need of Caesar to hold onto power.
 

And so the Atman seeks to become more; to become greater and greater.  But the collective psyche of the world tempers the pace and can at times, be strong enough to even overwhelm those individuals that have attained such a great individuality.  The masses spurn those that are not the same as them; in their ignorance they come to fear them, hunt them down and kill them.  This is the massive weight of the world at this time with so many new souls being created; so many bodies being birthed to take in the air, which itself is a blind elemental force involuted from that great primordial fire.  This has been effectively symbolized in the trial and crucifixion of Jesus, which has been sown into a Christianity that takes its virtues from the aberrant Buddhist tradition.  Returning to the origins of Buddhism, we find in Hindu philosophy the battlefield of Kuruksetra with a war staged by Krsna, to weed out these many deadened beings and preserve the true way; the true nature of involvement in matter (dharma).
 

AL II.58:  "Yea!  deem not of change: ye shall be as ye are, & not other.  Therefore the kings of the earth shall be Kings for ever: the slaves shall serve.  There is none that shall be cast down or lifted up: all is ever as it was.  Yet there are masked ones my servants: it may be that yonder beggar is a King.  A King may choose his garment as he will: there is no certain test: but a beggar cannot hide his poverty."

 

But in this world, the enlightened amongst us have become teachers and scientists, artists and nobles.  We've developed educational systems by which we might enlighten those that are capable of perceiving wisdom and to train those less noble into the slave-crafts.  And even these blind peoples, obsessed with their elemental natures have come to realize that they must weed out weak children by helping mothers to greater health during pregancy and will all sorts of pre-natal testing.  There's a growing science of eugenics connected with DNA research and varied responses to what it can tell us of the unborn foetus.  Therapies can correct some pre-natal problems and in extreme cases (such as Downs Syndrome) abortions are called for.
 

We as a race, though we initially despise true individualism, do eventually come to benefit from the gifts these individuals have left behind.  Whether that be great works of art or technological advancement; the creation of great civilizations or what-have-you.  And so we come ultimately to revere these individuals in their historical context as after their departure from this planet, they are perceived as less threatening.  As they say, no artist is recognized until after he's dead.  But the greater amongst us, recognize these individuals in their time.  And human development would be enhanced if this were not but a few (all great beings usually have a few disciples about them).  This requires that we continually improve the natural eugenic processes that are already a part of our society; that one day, the human race would become a race of kings.
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Hello Paul,
 

It's a relief to see you lay some of your cards on the table, helping me to get a better picture of where you're coming from. I'll try to do likewise. It's evident that your private interpretation of Liber AL differs substantially from mine. I take this as an indication that we should continue to appeal to the prophet's writings, each for ourself. Nevertheless I'll continue to share my views as long as there is a mutual interest. I am doing my best to bear witness honestly to the truth to the best of my ability, and I am doing my best to understand what you are saying. If you want to drop out at any point, I'll understand.
 

___
 

But in the realm of prophecy and religious tradition, I was thinking more of the likes of Moses, Mohammed, and St. Paul as Crowley notes in MITP; 3 men that crossed the desert as a nobody and came back a somebody and inspired three altogether different traditions.  
___
 

 

You may be referring to Book Four, Part One, the "Preliminary Remarks". Crowley's conclusion here was that the common element in the teachings of the three was not doctrine or belief but techniques of consciousness alteration. (As I have been saying, the experience is primary and the intellection is secondary.)  A brief quote will illustrate my point: "The methods advised by all these people [Moses, Mohammed & Paul] have a startling resemblance to one another. They recommend 'virtue' (of various kinds), solitude, absence of  excitement, moderation in diet, and finally a practice which some call prayer and some call meditation. (The former four may turn out on examination to be merely conditions favourable to the last.) On investigating what is meant by these two things, we find that they are only one. For what is the state of either prayer or meditation? It is the restraining of the mind to a single act, state, or thought." I'm sure you are familiar with this text, but as with all of AC's writings, I find that frequent re-reading may reveal new insights. My assertion was that there is a "golden thread" or essential consensus among the world's esoteric traditions - it is the experience of self-realization and the techniques that may be used to acquire it, transmitted anew in every age, clothed in different symbols and languages each time but designed to trigger the same changes in consciousness.
 

___
 

This is of course in certain contradistinction between ideas like the Buddhist school that teaches the guru as a refuge for the Aspirant to trust and hide within until the Aspirant is granted enlightenment by the guru.  This is the very nature of the consoler that Liber AL despises.  Yet, sadly enough, there are even Thelemic gurus that take to this model.
___
 

 

Sure, there are con artists working the guru racket - but there are also genuine initiates who have learned to experience the cosmic darkness (gu) and light (ru) and are able to share the methods used to attain this revelation. It is important to remember that the project of Scientific Illuminism is simply this: gaining the power to adjust the focus of one's own consciousness. It is too easy to get caught up in the intricacies of theories, texts, and terminologies, and lose track of the primary object of the work.
 

___
 

What you are describing is of the body, though the mind itself is not present or conscoius; though I'm not disagreeing with you necessarily.  One of the points that I have been trying to make is that the body has its own conscoiusness, which in itself seeks to be united with mind as Atman; this congealing of the Ruach.
___
 

 

See Liber 777, Table IV, Columns XCVII & XCVIII. The consciousness of the body is the Nephesh, the "animal soul". The Ruach, "intellect", manifests within the Nephesh, and the Neschamah, "intuition" [yes, Liber 777 defines Neschama as intuition in the same sense that Ruach is intellect - check it out for yourself - page 21 of the Weiser edition] manifests within the Ruach. Within Neschama is nested the part of the soul known as Chia, the "life force"; and within Chia is Yechidah, "the self" - i.e. Atman - attributed to Kether. Thus the emanations of pure consciousness are traced through four levels of increasing density. The Yechidah is always the Self; it incarnates within the other "parts of the soul" as if you were to pull four gloves onto your hand, one after another. The Yechidah (Higher Self) does not need to be created; we simply need to train our intellectual faculties (Ruach) to become aware of it.
 

___
 

In light of our discussion, I wonder, should I reconsider the term Atman by introducing another more complex term, such as aggregate-Atman or ParaAtman?
___
 

 

I was just about to reply to this topic when your additional comments on the Paramatman arrived. I was going to cite the Wikipedia article but you beat me to the punch. Your additional comments are interesting but I think you still may be missing the point to some extent. The terms Paramatman and Jivatman both describe the same phenomenon, the Atman or Self - i.e. the essence of pure consciousness. Jivatman is the Atman considered in relation to an individual being manifested in the time/space matrix - the microcosm; while Paramatman describes the Atman considered as a universal totality - the macrocosm - identical for all practical purposes with Brahman or universal soul. The attainment of the perspective of Paramatman is called Atmadarshana and is attributed to Kether in Liber 777 (Table I, Col. XXIV). The attainment of the perspective of the Jivatman is associated with the KCHGA and Tiphereth, and with the fully developed and equilibrated (or "congealed" if you will) Ruach.
 

 

***
 

From your supplementary comments:
 

___
 

Paramatman would be the Augoeides of the ancient Greeks.
___
 

 

I disagree; I'd say a more accurate correspondence would be between Augoeides and Jivatman. This is the "divine spark" of the Christian Gnostics.
 

___
 

 The Atman, being karmically oriented, is of the body...
___
 

 

Your meaning here is unclear, but the implications are misleading. Human beings exist within time/space and thus are subject to the law of causation, or karma. The aspect of the Atman that maintains or vitalizes the human ego during incarnation is the Jivatman; the Paramatman observes (sākşhī) but does not partake in action, and thus is not bound by karmic or cause/effect forces. Thus throughout an individual's many livetimes within the domain of time, space, and causation, there is always a link with that element (Paramatman) which is untouched by causation. To the average human at our present level of evolution, this connection is unknown, but though we are unaware of it, we are always dynamically linked with the Higher Self - it is the source of our vitality and our awareness.
 

___
 

If the Atman remains fixed on the body from which it arises, its karma (action) remains with the body and remains as transient and impermanent; disintegrating with the body upon the death of the body. 
___
 

 

The Atman does not arise from the body. This is the error that I referred to previously as materialism and it is contrary to both the Vedic tradition and the Hermetic tradition - and it is contradicted by the evidence of direct experience during transcendental states. The Atman is prior to, not a product of, the material and etheric forms it inhabits. It is a form of energy that cannot be created or destroyed - as described by the laws of conservation of matter and energy. The Atman does not disintegrate; what may disintegrate is the individual soul's awareness of its connection with Atman.
See: http://library.thinkquest.org/3659/energy/law_of_conservation_of_matter.html and: http://www.physicalgeography.net/fundamentals/6e.html
 

___
 

But if it connects with the Paramatman (crossing the Abyss), it can carry its karma to its next incarnation as a whole being and continue an evolutionary development; rather than starting again with whatever chance-oriented incarnation it takes on.
___
 

 

Rather, I would say that crossing to the domain of the Paramatman is the equivalent of equilibrating all of the karmic or causative forces influencing one's existence - in effect rising above the reach of karma and thereby attaining Moksha, liberation from all restriction and necessity. At this point one would be able to have more conscious control over the reincarnation process, or abstain therefrom for a time if one so chooses. But it would be a mistake to think that in the average person the process is driven by random chance. We are propelled forward by our karmic momentum and we must reap the fruits of the seeds we have sown by our actions in the world - the vibrational rate that characterizes our previous trajectory determines our future path by a process of attraction to resonant vibrations in prospective parents.
 

 

___
 

The assumption here is that Paramatman, being merely an observer and not of the world of karma, cannot make such a choice, or it would be acting (karmically-oriented).
___
 

 

Agreed. However it is important to remember that Paramatman and Jivatman do not refer to two different phenomena or entities, but to two aspects of the one Atman - the former considered as if from "above" (outside of the time/space matrix) and the latter as if from "below" (inside the time/space matrix). Paramatman is that aspect of Atman which is untouched by causation. One might say that Atman is extended into more dimensions than the incarnate human being is capable of perceiving; we are normally able to operate within the three dimensions of space (length, breadth and depth) and linearly in the fourth dimension of time; but Atman is also extended into a fifth dimension, and that portion thus extended is called Paramatman.
 

 

___
 

And they know that the non-indivdulality of Brahman belongs to the Ain Soph Aur--NOT. which is ineffable and beyond consideration. 
___
 

 

Here again you are making a statement that is contrary to both Vedic and Qabalistic tradition. Brahman is attributed to Kether, the Unity. See Liber 777, Table I, Col. XXIV, "Certain of the Hindu and Buddhist Results" (page 8 in the Weiser edition), where both "Unity with Brahma" and "Atma darshana" are attributed to Kether.
 

 

___
 

Only the superstitious mind can take this NOT and form it into a king/god that desires to be prayed to and adored...
___
 

 

By focusing only on the negative (NOT), you are overlooking the unity (ALL). Denying the existence of the unity that we are parts of is just as much a superstition as that of the anthropomorphic deity. It is like the cell denying that there is a body it is a part of. This denial is the attitude I have referred to as atheism, but perhaps nihilism is a closer fit. 
 

___
 

And so the Atman seeks to become more; to become greater and greater. 
___
 

 

No; the Atman is always exactly what it is, was, and will be - "I Am That I Am" (Aleph-Heh-Yod-Heh); it exists in a dimension beyond time, so that all becomings are included in its perpetual being. What "becomes more" is our ability to become aware of the Atman. It is always present as the seer and knower of everything we see and know; but we are not in the habit of trying to see the seer and know the knower; this ability must be developed through strenuous effort. Our gradual accumulation of experience over many lifetimes allows us to come ever closer to a full understanding of what our true self has really always been.
 

 

***

 

Getting back to your prior letter...
 

 

 ___
 

But it is important also to recognize that Brahma is a mythological and not an actual or anthropomorphosized god.  His sleep is the allegory for manifestation, which HPB calls the manvantara; wherein the Universe comes to be as his dream and is then retraced as he awakes...awakes to what?
___
 

 

It is important to note the distinction between Brahman, the concept, and Brahma, the deity - although sometimes the words are used interchangeably, as Crowley does in 777. 
 

Brahman: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brahman ~ Brahma: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brahm%C4%81
 

Brahman awakes to what? - to universal consciousness that transcends yet includes all of time and space - "the consciousness of the continuity of existence".
 

___
 

Referring to God as "she" in order to supposedly counteract the supposedly and popular notion that the patriarchy is 'evil' and has wreaked a great deal of damage on our society, is really a mask for a return to matriarchy, which in reality was as off-balance with the tilt merely to the opposite side of the scale. 
___
 

 

Actually, in my view, the object is to transcend both matriarchy (the aeon of Isis) and patriarchy (the aeon of Osiris) with a balanced androgynous formula - described as "the partnership culture" by Riane Eisler, whose book "The Chalice and the Blade" [ISBN 0062502891] should be required reading for anyone seriously interested in the emerging spiritual culture of the Aeon of Horus.  See: <http://www.partnershipway.org/html/subpages/chalice.htm>
 

 

___
 

Yes, poetry is used to describe what words can't describe and this especially applies to the ineffable, which can be experienced as we've discussed.  It's not specifically the use of poetry that I object to here, but the specific application in attempting to scientifically validate the equality between Atman and Brahman.  To describe the ineffable is one thing; to prove this equalizing of terms and the connected metaphysical application of such makes the use of poetry not only obfuscating, but quite potentially misleading and sophistic.
___
 

 

Here's my rationale for introducing poetry into a scientific discourse: The object of our experiment is to trigger a change of consciousness which will enable us to perceive reality differently than we can in the ordinary human waking state. Poetry, music, visual arts, incense, "sweet wines and wines that foam", dramatic ritual, and other techniques all may be useful in aiding the mind to wake to another level of consciousness. Of these practices, poetry is the most adaptable to the medium of typing words onto a keyboard and transmitting them through the cybernetic aethyr. Further, poetic images can communicate certain kinds of content more efficiently and directly than prose. Poetry can engage the heart as well as the mind - if you will allow it.
  

___
 

Crowley describes fear, failure and sorrow as phantoms that prevent one from seeing one's starry nature... I append to this the assertion that in life, fear, sorrow and failure are but the shadows (or flipsides of coins) for certainty, joy and success; respectively.  Note that I did not put courage on the flipside of fear for courage means that fear is present and is being overcome.  But more to the point, to engage in life and grab it with both hands means to take it all in action without discrimination; quite to NUIT's point of making no difference between any one thing and another.  My successes and failures are equally to be celebrated as both are the end products of life; the same with my joy and pain, which are themselves both shadows with the greater joy of HADIT to hold both these lesser qualities.  To regret any of my actions is to destroy the life that is inherent within these actions and to contradict the sovereignty of my being; my godhood.  That I can feel my pain is as much an affirmation of my being alive as it is to feel my joy..."there is no difference."
___
 

 

Here I have to agree with your approach. What I disagree with is your apparent belief that this path is different from the esoteric Buddhist approach. You are describing the attitude known as the "Middle Way" in Buddhism. It is expressed also in Liber Librae: "Equilibrium is the basis of the Work" - and in Liber Tzaddi as we have noted. By seeking pleasure and avoiding pain we disturb the equilibrium of forces and cause a reverse momentum to build up that will inevitably manifest in our lives. But by doing our true will without lust of result - i.e. without attachment - we avoid stirring up the karmic forces, and eventually, when all the ripples of causation affecting us are equilibrated and calmed, we become free from the bonds of necessity and enter the state of Moksha.
 

___
 

That spector called the Buddha wants you to discover the world and yourself as sorrow; this awareness being the key to your (escapist) salvation...that you might plot a course out of here.
___
 

 

What I've been trying to say that you don't seem to be picking up on (I'll give it one more try...) is this: it is not BEING IN the world that causes sorrow, but being BOUND - restricted by the endless chain reaction of cause and effect. The initiate who learns to attain an equilibrium of karmic forces, whether s/he be Thelemite, Buddhist, Christian, or Atheist (or whatever), can be liberated from the chains of causation that inhibit true freedom and become able to "Do what thou wilt" in the domain of matter or any other domain according to personal preference. 
 

 

___
 

[dg] ...the apparent "abhorrence" of Thelema for the spiritual traditions of the old aeon reflects a simple reversal of polarity. Thus the old aeon formula of "Thy will be done as it is in Heaven" is re-stated as "Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law" - yet these are two ways of stating the same exact principle - only the narrative viewpoint has changed; the old aeon formula is expressed from the perspective of the human ego that views itself as separate from the universal being, and the new aeon formula is expressed from the perspective of their unity. 

[pj] I don't agree: "Thy will be done" is the Christian anthropomorphosizing a god that they have to follow as he gives laws punishable by eternal torture.  "Do what thou wilt" declares everyone a god with each to follow his own law and not to appeal to any consoler god.  Yes, "the rituals of the old time are black"; filling the human soul with darkness and ignorance.
___
 

 

You are taking a worst-case scenario of the exoteric and superstitious cult of the "demon Jesus" that has formed over the last two millennia. I think you know I am not talking about the consoler god who threatens eternal punishment. Within Christianity, as within all cultures and traditions, human consciousness has sought connection with its transcendental and universal aspects and has devised languages of symbol and ritual with which to make that connection. The Christian and Buddhist movements originated around mystical practices that provided means of acquiring genuine transpersonal or praeter-human experiences. It is this authentic mystical or Gnostic core of the Christian approach that I refer to here. These old aeon systems imagined a fundamental distinction between the individual "I" and the universal "Thou" - divided in "the beginning", prior to the evolution of the human conception of historical time, verbal language and rational thought. Bringing these opposite elements, the human soul and its creator-god, together into an intimate relationship and thus healing this fundamental rift was conceived as the goal of spiritual work. The ultimate outcome in mystical Christianity was imagined as an erotic relationship of the human soul as the bride of the Logos in which the divided essences would be reunited. This differs from the Oriental conceptions of spiritual work as gaining conscious awareness of an existing universal unity - but the ultimate goal of the work was the same: a mystical state of conscious union (called "Samadhi" in the Vedas and "the kingdom of heaven" in Christian lore). The goal remains the same in Thelema as it was in the old systems, but the methods of its attainment are defined differently as the energy shift of the Equinox of the Gods begins to be felt. "Thy will be done" is a formula in which the individual is conceived of as separate from the universal being of which it is a part; "Do what thou wilt" re-states the formula from the perspective in which the desired union is an accepted fact. Your "true will" and "God's will" for you are two ways of describing the same will - since in the Thelemic formula you *are* "God" (Hadit) already. This implies, as I have said, that the attainment of Samadhi is to be considered the basic starting point of the religion of the new aeon.
 

Don't forget the rest of the verse you quoted: "Let the evil ones be cast away; let the good ones be purged by the Prophet! Then shall this knowledge go aright." This purging is still just beginning. At this time we are still on the earliest edge of the cusp of the new aeon - a 2600 year period according to the reckoning based on the precession of the galactic zodiac.
 

___
 

...I dare reveal one secret I've been holding from the beginning:of our dialogue, there is no scientific way to prove or disprove that Atman = Brahman...
 

___
 

 

Aha! So I've been deluded all this time and engaged on a hopeless quest... NOT.  ;~>
 

If what you say is true, then Crowley was also deluded in his promulgation of Scientific Illuminism. I think, however, that he was onto something important. 
 

Please consider these comments of Crowley's:
 

***
My dear Professor, how can you expect me to believe this nonsense about bacteria? 
Come, saith he, to the microscope; and behold them! 
I don’t see anything. 
Just shift the fine adjustment—that screw there—to and fro very slowly! 
I can’t see— 
Keep the left eye open; you’ll see better! 
Ah!—But how do I know? ... 
Oh, there are a thousand questions to ask! Is it fair observation to use lenses, which admittedly refract light and distort vision? How do I know those specks are not dust? 
Couldn’t those things be in the air? And so on. The Professor can convince me, of course, and the more skeptical I am the more thoroughly I shall be convinced in the end; but not until I have learned to use a microscope. And when I have learned—a matter of some months, maybe years—how can I convince the next skeptic? Only in the same way, by teaching him to use the instrument. 
And suppose he retorts, “You have deliberately trained yourself to hallucination!” What answer have I? None that I know of. Save that microscopy has revolutionised surgery, &c., just as mysticism has revolutionised, again and again, the philosophies of mankind. 
The analogy is a perfect one. By meditation we obtain the vision of a new world, even as the world of microorganisms was unsuspected for centuries of thinking—thinking without method—bricks without straw! 
Just so, also, the masters of meditation have erred. They have attained the Mystic Vision, written long books about it, assumed that the conclusions drawn from their vision were true on other planes—as if a microscopist were to stand for Parliament on the platform “Votes for Microbes” —never noted possible sources of error, fallen foul of sense and science, dropped into oblivion and deserved contempt. 
I want to combine the methods, to check the old empirical mysticism by the precision of modern science. 
***
You will no doubt recognize this passage from "The Psychology of Hashish", which contains some of Crowley's most interesting work (in my opinion) although it was written for a general audience. Please note Crowley's usage of the term 'Mystic Vision" here, which he equates with Samadhi; and please note that this Mystic Vision is not some blank vision of empty nothingness, but something else entirely. He adds the statement that "...meditation will revolutionise our conception of the universe, just as the microscope has done." Clearly he is saying that the scientific proof we are seeking will be obtainable as more trained observers develop a consensus on their results.
 

___
 

Acting in the world and not despising it as Buddha teaches is the love of NUIT...
___
 

 

Please note that it is not the world that the Buddhist despises, but bondage or restriction of the will. The Bodhisattva (one who has attained Moksha) acts in the world without being bound by it.
 

 

___
 

That we are both ONE and MANY is easily affirmable, as I can focus on myself (know thyself) and I can focus on that expanded consciousness of my connection with the world around (as found in my previous post and in which you commented on above).  But I also maintain that the NOT is ineffable and should not be quantified; whether as consciousness or otherwise.  Yes the ALL/MANY is consciousness...NOT has nothing to do with this.
___
 

 

In this statement we are coming close to full agreement. The sticking point seems to be with the particular nature of the interface between Kether and AIN and how the conception of Brahman relates to either and/or both of these Qabalistic concepts. If we spend endless hours quibbling over a dispute that boils down to differing interpretations of one ancient Sanskrit word, our entire lofty debate starts to appear more like a farcical comedy sketch from Monty Python or the Firesign Theater. So, long story short, if you have some experience of the collective consciousness that includes all individual conscious beings as our body includes all of its cells, then you have touched what I am using the word Brahman to refer to. It remains only to analyze the nature of this collective consciousness in comparison with your 
individual consciousness and determine if there is an identity between them.
 

Regarding the relationship between AIN and Kether, I would recommend a study of the material at <http://www.abrahadabra.com>. 

 

 

Now, moving on to some perhaps less pleasant matters, I have to say that your spiritual attainment does not seem to have aided your understanding of earthly matters. Your usage of the term "PC" (by which I assume you mean "political correctness") in connection with the term "fascist" indicates that you do not understand either term, and that you have allowed yourself to be influenced by some very dark and confused forces. Political correctness has absolutely nothing to do with fascism except as a counter-measure to prevent its arising. It is simply a movement to increase awareness of and respect for the individual autonomy and dignity of all individuals regardless of their social position. It is not deemed "politically correct" to disparage or degrade a person solely because of hir cultural or ethnic background, or other qualities such as gender, sexual orientation, physical stature, etc. The movement is simply an attempt to re-introduce some basic civility into our civilization. It is rooted in the tradition of civil democracy reflected in the British Magna Carta, the US Declaration of Independence, and the UN Charter. Actual fascism disregards the individual and promotes collectivized attitudes toward classes of people. Fascists use propaganda that derides "PC" in order to further their collectivist agenda of corporate monopoly capitalist hegemony, and you appear to be playing right into their hands. 
 

___
 

Before the world can be united (in my view) there will be a dividing of the world into two halves; one controlled by China and one by the U.S.
___
 

 

Ok; that's your view... here's mine: All nation-states, including both USA and China, are criminal gangs that have risen to supremacy through theft and murder. They are decaying archaic remnants of earlier stages of human social evolution, and none of them will survive into the new aeon. Each nation-state maintains its grip on power through combined strategies of force and deception. Euro-American forms of government have evolved from the primitive superstition of the "divine right of kings" doctrine, to the equally superstitious "social contract" model - the idea that we have bartered our natural freedom for protection by the state - essentially the same "protection racket" that the Mafia is famous for. See my brief tract, "Who owns the Earth?" for some more thoughts on this point. <http://www.luminist.org/archives/who_owns_earth.htm>
 

The world will not be united by force, but by love. Attempts to implement just social systems by force are doomed to failure. The just society will arise through voluntary agreement between free individuals. Governments as they exist today must be replaced by a worldwide network of autonomous individuals associating voluntarily for mutual benefit. The development of this system has already begun - this Internet upon which we are conversing is its precursor. See some further thoughts on this idea in my article, "Our Utopian Future": <http://luminist.org/church/6.htm>
 

The 20th century featured World Wars One and Two as bloated governments battled one another for world hegemony. Instead of World War Three, the prophetic stage is set for World Revolution One - a worldwide rejection of all force-based or slave-god systems and a worldwide recognition of the royal sovereignty of the individual. The principles upon which post-revolutionary society will be governed have been expressed in these terms: 

I. Every person born on Earth is an equal co-heir of the commonwealth of Earth.
II. No collective policy is legitimate unless it has the full consent and agreement of every person affected by it. 
III. Voluntary cooperation for mutual benefit is the most efficient and satisfactory basis for all economic and social relations.
 

Crowley expresses it this way in "The Scientific Solution of the Problem of Government": "The Absolute rule of the state shall be a function of the absolute liberty of each individual will."  <http://www.geocities.com/nu_isis/sspg.html>
 

And this way in his Introduction to Liber AL: "Democracy dodders. Ferocious Fascism, cackling Communism, equally frauds, cavort crazily all over the globe. They are hemming us in. They are abortive births of the Child, the New Æon of Horus. Liberty stirs once more in the womb of Time."
 

___
 

[dg] Such literalism would lead to the madness of neofascist ideology, the festering dung of Choronzon. 

[pj] No; Choronzon has to do with the Abyss experience and is not to be equivocated with the Christist idea of Satan...again, a mixing of the planes and of symbol systems. 
___
 

 

I don't know why you brought up Satan - I don't see anything in any of my comments that relates to this at all. 
 

My reference to the "dung of Choronzon" was a specific reference to the 3rd Aethyr of Liber 418, in which occur these words: "For there is no other way into the Supernal Mystery but through her [Babalon], and the Beast on which she rideth; and the Magician is set beyond her to deceive the brothers of blackness, lest they should make unto themselves a crown; for if there were two crowns, then should Ygdrasil, that ancient tree, be cast out into the Abyss, uprooted and cast down into the Outermost Abyss, and the Arcanum which is in the Adytum should be profaned; and the Ark should be touched, and the Lodge spied upon by them that are not masters, and the bread of the Sacrament should be the dung of Choronzon; and the wine of the Sacrament should be the water of Choronzon; and the incense should be dispersion; and the fire upon the Altar should be hate." 
 

 

___
 

[dg] This is exactly the kind of ratiomimetic trap we are warned of in AL II.27. (There is great danger in me; for who doth not understand these runes shall make a great miss. He shall fall down into the pit called Because, and there he shall perish with the dogs of Reason.) 

And so what you're saying is that you like your BECAUSE better than you like mine?...that you would even quote Liber AL out of context?  Liber AL is showing how BECAUSE prevents one from acting.
___
 

 

The following verse does relate to acting, you are quite correct in this. However, I do not think I was quoting out of context, because the verse I quoted says, "Those who do not understand these runes..." and I was referring specifically to this point, that misunderstanding the symbols in the text is a danger to be avoided. Literal interpretation of figurative texts is one example of falling down into the pit called Because. 
___
 

Now, with all that I have said, why resort to such an accusatory tactic as saying that I am some sort of atheist and materialist?
___
 

 

I'm sorry you took it that way - I was not saying that *you are* an atheist or a materialist, but that the statement you were making ("And I say that's all there is, time and space; the NOT is ineffable and for all practical purposes... doesn't exist")  implies these positions. I was pointing this out in what I intended as a helpful and constructive manner, not to be accusative. It is always easier to see the blind spots of others than one's own.
 

___
 

Universal consciousness is about the ALL and our interconnection...to me, this has nothing to do with the AIN SOPH.
___
 

 

I agree; universal consciousness is essentially attributable to Kether and Atmadarshana. I have not said otherwise. However, it is important to remember that the terms of the Qabalah are not absolute things in themselves but are guidelines designed to aid us in understanding and integrating mystical experience, and there is no hard and fast rule about how a particular mystical experience may be attributed to the Tree of Life. It should also be noted that the sephiroth are nested together so that Malkuth contains within itself all of the higher sephiroth of which it is the emanation; and the same may be true of the negative veils - each level may contain latent within itself the seed or potentiality of the subsequent emanations.
 

___
 

...(so much for infinite bliss!...the false teaching of that spector called Buddha)...
___
 

 

You seem to be totally overlooking all of the references from Liber AL that I carefully copied out for you. I would suggest that you take another look.
 

___
 

That the Nazis perverted the Eugenics movement of the early 20th Century ev is not my concern.  But at least I am not hindered from exploring what it has to offer.  Of course, your self-righteous, knee-jerk response here may prevent you from understanding...let's see if you really do practice what you preach and you can step outside yourself to consider ideas with an open mind.
___
 

 

Thanks for the references. I am familiar with much of this material, and I am continuing to peruse more of it. However I stand by my original statement, although perhaps I should apologize for the heated tone of my response which does not aid the process of civil discourse (and neither do terms like "self-righteous" and "knee-jerk", whatever that means - understanding will not be aided by descending into a name-calling match).
 

In my view, this "eugenics" movement is the decaying residue of the inflated fantasies of 19th century imperialists and it has no relevance today except for its use as propaganda by racist and nationalist activists. It is, in my view, totally at odds with the primary revelation of Thelema - "every man and every woman is a star". A careful reading of the web sites you suggested shows clearly that their primary objective is not the improvement of human evolution, but a racist agenda. The myth of "race" is meaningless in genetic terms; we are in fact one race - the human race - comprised of many ethnicities but sharing direct descent from common ancestors. Every "racial" or ethnic grouping is composed of individuals that vary widely in intelligence, physical ability, and all other characteristics. As much as I admire HPB, her "root race" theory in which the epochs of human evolution are linked to racial types have led many students astray. Genetic science has advanced sufficiently to allow us to lay these fallacies to rest. The sublte or sometimes not-so-subtle subtext of much of this eugenics literature is that certain races or classes of humanity may be considered expendable so that other classes may prosper. This is collectivist thinking that denies the sovereignty of the individual.
 

If you are truly interested in the advancement of human evolution, I would suggest looking into the Transhumanist movement which explores ways we can gain conscious control over our evolution. The single thing which most distinguishes Homo sapiens from our fellow animal species is our use of technology, and Transhumanism explores ways technology may be used to guide and shape our evolutionary future.
 

See: The Declaration of the World Transhumanist Association - <http://www.transhumanism.org/index.php/WTA/declaration/>
 

"Humanity will be radically changed by technology in the future. We foresee the feasibility of redesigning the human condition, including such parameters as the inevitability of aging, limitations on human and artificial intellects, unchosen psychology, suffering, and our confinement to the planet Earth. Systematic research should be put into understanding these coming developments and their long-term consequences... Transhumanists advocate the moral right for those who so wish to use technology to extend their mental and physical (including reproductive) capacities and to improve their control over their own lives. We seek personal growth beyond our current biological limitations... Transhumanism advocates the well-being of all sentience (whether in artificial intellects, humans, posthumans, or non-human animals) and encompasses many principles of modern humanism."
 

See also: The Transhumanist FAQ: <http://www.extropy.org/faq.htm#1.1>

The Italian verb "transumanare" or "transumanar" was used for the first time by Dante Alighieri (1265-1321) in the Divine Comedy. It means "go outside the human condition and perception".... Today, we refer to transhuman as meaning an evolutionary transition from being biologically human toward our merger with technology as "a new kind of being crystallizing from the monumental breakthroughs of the late twentieth century. ... the earliest manifestations of a new evolutionary being." Ideas about humanity and evolution were explored by Julian Huxley in his writings on evolutionary humanism in the book Evolution: The Modern Synthesis (1942) and Teilhard de Chardin in The Future of Man (1959). In 1966, FM-2030 (f/k/a, F.M. Esfandiary) outlined an evolutionary transhuman future while teaching "New Concepts of the Human" at the New School for Social Research, New York City.  Abraham Maslow referred to transhumans in Toward a Psychology of Being, (1968).  The actual concept of transhuman as an evolutionary transition was expressed by FM-2030 in his contributing final chapter in Woman, Year 2000 (1972).  Robert Ettinger also referred to transhumans in Man into Superman (1972), Natasha Vita-More (f/k/a Nancie Clark) authored the Transhumanist Arts Statement (Transhuman Art) (1982) and outlined the emerging transhuman culture, and by Damien Broderick, well-known science fiction author, in The Judas Mandala (1982). Transhumanism has a slightly different beginning. Julian Huxley’s book written in 1956, New Bottles For New Wine, contains the essay "TRANSHUMANISM" which sets out to explain how humans must establish a better environment for themselves. He also alludes to a new species that the human might eventually become.  Dr. Max More first published the term "transhumanism" as a philosophy in 1990 and authored its definition. The difference in Huxley’s transhumanism and More’s transhumanism is that Huxley states "man remaining man but transcending himself." Transhumanism as defined by More explains the overcoming of human limits and the transformation from being human to becoming posthuman. What is an extrope or extropian?  A transhumanist whose focus and approach to life embodies the values and attitudes that seek to improve the human condition through careful consideration of scientific, technological and ethical means.  The dynamic optimism that comes with transhumanism's insight into the accelerating self-transforming power of technology is best expressed in the philosophy Extropy, and expressed by extropes/extropians. To date, mankind is the ultimate extropic system. Extropy points to new horizons in this process, ultimately horizons far beyond the reach of humans in their present form. What is a posthuman?   "Posthuman" is a term used by transhumanists to refer to what humans could become if we succeed in using technology to remove the limitations of the human condition. No one can be certain exactly what posthumans would be like (there may be many differing types, and they may continuing changing) but we can understand the term by contrasting it with "human": Posthumans would be those who have overcome the biological, neurological, and psychological constraints built into humans by the evolutionary process. Posthumans would have a far greater ability to reconfigure and sculpt their physical form and function; they would have an expanded range of refined emotional responses, and would possess intellectual and perceptual abilities enhanced beyond the purely human range. Posthumans would not be subject to biological aging or degeneration. It would be unrealistic to expect posthumans to be "perfect" by our standards. What we can reasonably say is that posthumans would have greater potential for good or bad, just as humans have greater potential than other primate species. Transhumanists believe that the best strategy for attaining posthumanity to be a combination of technology, personal responsibility, and determination, rather than looking for it through psychic contacts, or extraterrestrial or divine gift. Since "posthuman" is characterized primarily by contrasting with the limitations of "human" we can only speculate about the particular forms that posthumans might take. Posthumans may be partly or mostly biological in form although, by definition, they would have overcome most of the constraints of the genetic structure of homo sapiens. Many transhumanists find it highly plausible that posthumans would be partly or wholly postbiological – the personalities of biological humans having been transferred "into" (or gradually replaced by) more durable, modifiable, faster, and more powerful bodies and thinking hardware. Some of the disciplines that transhumanists currently expect to play a role in allowing us to become posthuman include genetic engineering, neural-computer integration, biomedicine and nanobiotechnology, regenerative medicine, and the cognitive sciences.
 

___
 

Forgive the wry commentary...the Nazi accusation got me incensed. 
___
 

 

Understood. Please understand also that I intend no personal accusation - I don't know you well enough to have any conceivable basis for such; I am simply responding to the ideas you express in these writings, as I expect you to respond to mine. However, while we are talking about civility in discourse, I should point out that your many derogatory epithets about "Hippies" strike pretty close to home - you are talking about me, my family and my culture, and your attitude seems to be either misinformed or malicious - I will assume it is the former. I will explain why I say this if you wish - however that is a debate for another day.
 

Fiat Lux
Dale
Hi Dale,
93
It's a relief to see you lay some of your cards on the table, helping me to get a better picture of where you're coming from. I'll try to do likewise. It's evident that your private interpretation of Liber AL differs substantially from mine. I take this as an indication that we should continue to appeal to the prophet's writings, each for ourself. Nevertheless I'll continue to share my views as long as there is a mutual interest. I am doing my best to bear witness honestly to the truth to the best of my ability, and I am doing my best to understand what you are saying. If you want to drop out at any point, I'll understand.

The Class-A comment to appeal to writings is signed by Ankh-f-n-Khonsu; not Crowley.  And 'the priest of the princes" states specifically: "All questions of the Law are to be decided only by appeal to my writings, each for himself."  We are not talking about issues of the Law in this dialogue; but speculating on corrolations between Thelema and Hinduism.  It has been a strong study for me and I've been rather firing from the hip as I have been trying to connect an array of items that have been in my thoughts for some time.  So I'm having fun.
I do have my opinions on liberal politics and the Hippie establishment (definite irony) have been generic in the hopes of being honest and forthcoming.  I've tried to at least be careful here and have not been so presumptuous as to assume that you fit the stereotype or generalization.  Still the constituency exists; both in politics and in the politics that hangs about in spiritual circles as well as in general society.
___
 

 

But in the realm of prophecy and religious tradition, I was thinking more of the likes of Moses, Mohammed, and St. Paul as Crowley notes in MITP; 3 men that crossed the desert as a nobody and came back a somebody and inspired three altogether different traditions.  
You may be referring to Book Four, Part One, the "Preliminary Remarks". Crowley's conclusion here was that the common element in the teachings of the three was not doctrine or belief but techniques of consciousness alteration. (As I have been saying, the experience is primary and the intellection is secondary.)  <snip> My assertion was that there is a "golden thread" or essential consensus among the world's esoteric traditions - it is the experience of self-realization and the techniques that may be used to acquire it, transmitted anew in every age, clothed in different symbols and languages each time but designed to trigger the same changes in consciousness.
Yes, we can of course agree on the techniques that go into various systems of attainment.  The science of this is confirmed only when Adepts are produced.  Now, we make argument for Crowley and Achad in Thelemick Magick, as being Adepts.  Perhaps even, we can add C.F. Russell; but Thelema hasn't really yet, produced anyone outside of Crowley's immediate sphere of influence during his life.  Basically, all the lineages of the A.'.A.'. and the O.T.O. have devolved and/or degraded in one way or another.  And Thelema remains with the challenge to yet fully validate itself scientifically.
But this really has little to do with the nature of the scientific inquiry that would be connected to your assertion, Atman=Brahman.
___
 

 

This is of course in certain contradistinction between ideas like the Buddhist school that teaches the guru as a refuge for the Aspirant to trust and hide within until the Aspirant is granted enlightenment by the guru.  This is the very nature of the consoler that Liber AL despises.  Yet, sadly enough, there are even Thelemic gurus that take to this model.
Sure, there are con artists working the guru racket - but there are also genuine initiates who have learned to experience the cosmic darkness (gu) and light (ru) and are able to share the methods used to attain this revelation. It is important to remember that the project of Scientific Illuminism is simply this: gaining the power to adjust the focus of one's own consciousness. It is too easy to get caught up in the intricacies of theories, texts, and terminologies, and lose track of the primary object of the work.
Yes we are in total agreement on the empirical nature of the work.
___
 

 

What you are describing is of the body, though the mind itself is not present or conscoius; though I'm not disagreeing with you necessarily.  One of the points that I have been trying to make is that the body has its own conscoiusness, which in itself seeks to be united with mind as Atman; this congealing of the Ruach.
See Liber 777, Table IV, Columns XCVII & XCVIII. The consciousness of the body is the Nephesh, the "animal soul". The Ruach, "intellect", manifests within the Nephesh, and the Neschamah, "intuition" [yes, Liber 777 defines Neschama as intuition in the same sense that Ruach is intellect - check it out for yourself - page 21 of the Weiser edition] manifests within the Ruach. Within Neschama is nested the part of the soul known as Chia, the "life force"; and within Chia is Yechidah, "the self" - i.e. Atman - attributed to Kether. Thus the emanations of pure consciousness are traced through four levels of increasing density. The Yechidah is always the Self; it incarnates within the other "parts of the soul" as if you were to pull four gloves onto your hand, one after another. The Yechidah (Higher Self) does not need to be created; we simply need to train our intellectual faculties (Ruach) to become aware of it.
Yes, you are correct; I was a bit fast and harsh on my judgment of the pop guru (still don't like 'em).  But as you'll see from that same column in 777, the intellect is what I've been referring to Atman and it is in this aethyric plane that the Brahman in crystallized into full and complete manifestation.  In order for this to evolve, it needs to survive the body; though it is partially composed of the body.  The intellect is the analyzing factor over the emotions, which are the aggregate consciousness of the body and its perceptions.  Of course, then, the intellect is able to influence the emotions and the body in a circulating return of this energy.  The real task at the intiatial or initiating stage is to learn to separate those impressions that are mundanely of the body from those higher intellections that also are of the body, but more at its level or articulate consciousness.  And as I've stated previously, this is all articulated well in the symbology of the Egyptian Book of the Dead.
___
 

 

In light of our discussion, I wonder, should I reconsider the term Atman by introducing another more complex term, such as aggregate-Atman or ParaAtman?
I was just about to reply to this topic when your additional comments on the Paramatman arrived. I was going to cite the Wikipedia article but you beat me to the punch. Your additional comments are interesting but I think you still may be missing the point to some extent. The terms Paramatman and Jivatman both describe the same phenomenon, the Atman or Self - i.e. the essence of pure consciousness. Jivatman is the Atman considered in relation to an individual being manifested in the time/space matrix - the microcosm; while Paramatman describes the Atman considered as a universal totality - the macrocosm - identical for all practical purposes with Brahman or universal soul. The attainment of the perspective of Paramatman is called Atmadarshana and is attributed to Kether in Liber 777 (Table I, Col. XXIV). The attainment of the perspective of the Jivatman is associated with the KCHGA and Tiphereth, and with the fully developed and equilibrated (or "congealed" if you will) Ruach.
Jivatman for me, is too simplistic and reductionist as again, I do not find a singular lower ego, but much like Gurdjieff, I find a host of lesser egos, originating primarily, from the body and influenced by the Moon.  To say that the Jivatman simply needs to discover the Paramatman is really but half the formula.  And first, really, through the use of the abhored (in traditional Yoga instruction) 'siddhis' does the work of bringing to consciousness, the cells of the body, along with each, their innate consciousness to one congelation is an actuality in the operations of Magick.  A discovery, as you put it, of the Jivatman to apprehend the Paratman does not describe a congelation (not even symbolically).  So the Jivatman is not a ready formed being, but in using this terminology, would be the created being called 'asar un nefer', once congealed.  This requires the mastery of self and the creation and physical education of the astral body; then mastering other techniques in Magick.
Once Jivatman (or what I have been calling Atman in a very generic sense) is congealed, then it appeals to Paramatman and must take identity in this, rather than the body.  But Paramatman is devoid of all things related to material manifestation; this not being so for Jivatman.  Or in other words, I disagree with the Hindu concept of Jivatman being automatically formulated and immortal.  This formulation is the completion of the work of incarnation and manifestation and either does or does not occur in the lifetime of the human being.  And only then is the immortality of the evolving personality possible.  And it is only on this plane that all the various elements or Atmans interact.
___
 

 

Paramatman would be the Augoeides of the ancient Greeks.
I disagree; I'd say a more accurate correspondence would be between Augoeides and Jivatman. This is the "divine spark" of the Christian Gnostics.
I can see why you would say that, but I feel even the term Augoeides denotes something of the Starry Heaven, of which the Paramatman is the Star of any constellation.  The ancient Greeks built their philosophy on the starry sky.
___
 

 

The Atman, being karmically oriented, is of the body...
Your meaning here is unclear, but the implications are misleading. Human beings exist within time/space and thus are subject to the law of causation, or karma. The aspect of the Atman that maintains or vitalizes the human ego during incarnation is the Jivatman; the Paramatman observes (sākşhī) but does not partake in action, and thus is not bound by karmic or cause/effect forces. Thus throughout an individual's many livetimes within the domain of time, space, and causation, there is always a link with that element (Paramatman) which is untouched by causation. To the average human at our present level of evolution, this connection is unknown, but though we are unaware of it, we are always dynamically linked with the Higher Self - it is the source of our vitality and our awareness.
Yes, as I said above, I have been using the term Atman generically...in light of the Wickipedia article, it's the Jivatman I've really been referring to.  However, I don't see the Jivatman in simplistic terms as again, I don't see the lower ego structure as one congealed unit...but of a host of lesser egos that need to be congealed.
___
 

 

If the Atman remains fixed on the body from which it arises, its karma (action) remains with the body and remains as transient and impermanent; disintegrating with the body upon the death of the body. 
The Atman does not arise from the body. This is the error that I referred to previously as materialism and it is contrary to both the Vedic tradition and the Hermetic tradition - and it is contradicted by the evidence of direct experience during transcendental states. The Atman is prior to, not a product of, the material and etheric forms it inhabits. It is a form of energy that cannot be created or destroyed - as described by the laws of conservation of matter and energy. The Atman does not disintegrate; what may disintegrate is the individual soul's awareness of its connection with Atman.
See: http://library.thinkquest.org/3659/energy/law_of_conservation_of_matter.html and: http://www.physicalgeography.net/fundamentals/6e.html
I am of course, aware of these laws...took science 101, thanks.
And it's not that all these lesser Atmans or egos of the body become destroyed; but the aggregate personality with all these sparks dispersing should the personality not become congealed.  Yes, the infinitessimal star (Paratman) would still persist, but the work of the personality would cease and evolution forfeit.
___
 

 

But if it connects with the Paramatman (crossing the Abyss), it can carry its karma to its next incarnation as a whole being and continue an evolutionary development; rather than starting again with whatever chance-oriented incarnation it takes on.
Rather, I would say that crossing to the domain of the Paramatman is the equivalent of equilibrating all of the karmic or causative forces influencing one's existence - in effect rising above the reach of karma and thereby attaining Moksha, liberation from all restriction and necessity. At this point one would be able to have more conscious control over the reincarnation process, or abstain therefrom for a time if one so chooses. But it would be a mistake to think that in the average person the process is driven by random chance. We are propelled forward by our karmic momentum and we must reap the fruits of the seeds we have sown by our actions in the world - the vibrational rate that characterizes our previous trajectory determines our future path by a process of attraction to resonant vibrations in prospective parents.
This to me is Manichaeanism; karma being reduced to the Western idea of sin and salvation with Moksha being little more than an escape from judgment.  If we consider karma simply as action without the connotation of good and evil (the evil being the "attachment" to this life, which needs to be eschewed in the cause of "liberation") then we lose the idea of the supernatural parental guardian that determines whether or not we go to heaven or the invisible scales of balance that record our every act as a good or bad deed that needs to be balanced in another life.  Indeed, manifestation is the only place where the Paratman wants to be; otherwise it would have nothing to observe...again, back to NOT; a non-place NOT to be.
The unchanging Paratman that you describe is nothing but an inactive voyeur yet with the opposite tendency from the course that caused it to incarnate in the first place.  Your Paratman is not interested in evolution, but in devolution; as if tracing its steps back to the Tao...as if this Universe is evil and a mistake.
I have written enough on the three cycles of human perspective; the spiritual, material and integrated cycles.  You speak as someone coming from the spiritual cycle and I am speaking as someone of the integrated cycle.  The spiritual finds no value in the material world; it is but a place to escape from or to be liberated from.  Someone of the material cycle would see no value in any spirituality as this manifestation is all there is.  I, of the integrated cycle see equivalent value in both the spiritual and the material universes and indeed, their intimate connection.
For those of the spiritual cycle, I have given the term 'ego-losers' and I guess I could call the materialists 'ego-winners' and perhaps for those of the integrated cycle, 'ego-constructivists'.  More to the point, as a constructivist, I create my life; I am not 'trapped' in matter nor am I trapped on this earth.  I don't need liberation and I don't need to pay any karmic debt from past lives; my name's not written in any symbolic book (kept by some invisible and supernatural bookkeeper) that says I will be trapped in matter until I've rectified my good and bad acts.
Hinduism has its own infection of superstition like most all the other world religions...it's not the be-all and end-all of truth.
___
 

 

Crowley describes fear, failure and sorrow as phantoms that prevent one from seeing one's starry nature... I append to this the assertion that in life, fear, sorrow and failure are but the shadows (or flipsides of coins) for certainty, joy and success; respectively.  Note that I did not put courage on the flipside of fear for courage means that fear is present and is being overcome.  But more to the point, to engage in life and grab it with both hands means to take it all in action without discrimination; quite to NUIT's point of making no difference between any one thing and another.  My successes and failures are equally to be celebrated as both are the end products of life; the same with my joy and pain, which are themselves both shadows with the greater joy of HADIT to hold both these lesser qualities.  To regret any of my actions is to destroy the life that is inherent within these actions and to contradict the sovereignty of my being; my godhood.  That I can feel my pain is as much an affirmation of my being alive as it is to feel my joy..."there is no difference."
Here I have to agree with your approach. What I disagree with is your apparent belief that this path is different from the esoteric Buddhist approach. You are describing the attitude known as the "Middle Way" in Buddhism. It is expressed also in Liber Librae: "Equilibrium is the basis of the Work" - and in Liber Tzaddi as we have noted. By seeking pleasure and avoiding pain we disturb the equilibrium of forces and cause a reverse momentum to build up that will inevitably manifest in our lives. But by doing our true will without lust of result - i.e. without attachment - we avoid stirring up the karmic forces, and eventually, when all the ripples of causation affecting us are equilibrated and calmed, we become free from the bonds of necessity and enter the state of Moksha.
We do not share the same idea about karma (as described above).  Working without lust of result is to pursue a path a vigor and not be concerned with the ends.  I like to use the act of sex as an analogy.  If all one is after during sex, is the orgasm, then the sex itself will be unfulfillling (the ego-losers position on manifested human existence).  But if one acts without concern for this 'result', the sex itself, becomes enjoyable; the orgasm being almost a let-down (sotospeak).  And so I say (tongue-in-cheek), give me karma or give me nihil (NOThing).  More to the philosophy of Krishnamurti, just DO and as per Hadit, indulge yourself fully in karma; in this life...here and now.  To be concerned for liberation is to be seeking an end goal; to express a wearying nihilism:
LXV:II.23 The swan being silent, he answered: Then, if with no goal, why this eternal journey?
LXV:II.24 And I laid my head against the Head of the Swan, and laughed, saying: Is there not joy ineffable in this aimless winging? Is there not weariness and impatience for who would attain to some goal? 

I rather eshew the Buddhist perspective; middle-way or otherwise.
___
 

That spector called the Buddha wants you to discover the world and yourself as sorrow; this awareness being the key to your (escapist) salvation...that you might plot a course out of here.
What I've been trying to say that you don't seem to be picking up on (I'll give it one more try...) is this: it is not BEING IN the world that causes sorrow, but being BOUND - restricted by the endless chain reaction of cause and effect. The initiate who learns to attain an equilibrium of karmic forces, whether s/he be Thelemite, Buddhist, Christian, or Atheist (or whatever), can be liberated from the chains of causation that inhibit true freedom and become able to "Do what thou wilt" in the domain of matter or any other domain according to personal preference. 
One can be bound by karma, specifically, the nihilist seeking escape...or one can use karma to enhance one's existence.  Causation is not an enslavement, but an opportunity to BECOME...to manifest.  I eschew the idea that we are Paratman entrapped in matter.  We are not entrapped, we don't need to be saved; we've never been lost and have no need of a good shepherd.  I say to all, you are gods...stand up and take your liberty amongst humanity and act in the world of humanity for your own self-interest; compose, write and create...speak, sing and dance...grab life to the fullest measure you can find and indulge...exceed, exceed, exceed.
___
 

 

[dg] ...the apparent "abhorrence" of Thelema for the spiritual traditions of the old aeon reflects a simple reversal of polarity. Thus the old aeon formula of "Thy will be done as it is in Heaven" is re-stated as "Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law" - yet these are two ways of stating the same exact principle - only the narrative viewpoint has changed; the old aeon formula is expressed from the perspective of the human ego that views itself as separate from the universal being, and the new aeon formula is expressed from the perspective of their unity. 

[pj] I don't agree: "Thy will be done" is the Christian anthropomorphosizing a god that they have to follow as he gives laws punishable by eternal torture.  "Do what thou wilt" declares everyone a god with each to follow his own law and not to appeal to any consoler god.  Yes, "the rituals of the old time are black"; filling the human soul with darkness and ignorance.
You are taking a worst-case scenario of the exoteric and superstitious cult of the "demon Jesus" that has formed over the last two millennia. I think you know I am not talking about the consoler god who threatens eternal punishment. Within Christianity, as within all cultures and traditions, human consciousness has sought connection with its transcendental and universal aspects and has devised languages of symbol and ritual with which to make that connection. The Christian and Buddhist movements originated around mystical practices that provided means of acquiring genuine transpersonal or praeter-human experiences. 
I don't follow this; Christianity and Buddhism have both taught to escape all experience as experience, karma and simply living is a cause of desire (sin), which brings sorrow.  Both religions teach that one in the world should not be of the world.  I say, be of the world, indulge in its opulence as much as its decadence and BECOME yet more...exceed, exceed, exceed.
It is this authentic mystical or Gnostic core of the Christian approach that I refer to here. 
Your consistency in redacting complex traditions to simplistic quantifications is uncanny.  The Gnostics were actually far more diverse a culture than seems popularly understood.  Some were of the spiritual cycle (ascetic), and some were of the integrated cycle (tantric).  This would also be true of Hindu philosophy.
These old aeon systems imagined a fundamental distinction between the individual "I" and the universal "Thou" - divided in "the beginning", prior to the evolution of the human conception of historical time, verbal language and rational thought. Bringing these opposite elements, the human soul and its creator-god, together into an intimate relationship and thus healing this fundamental rift was conceived as the goal of spiritual work. 
The implication here is that something went wrong...a "fundamental rift"...I say that all is as it should be...nothing has gone wrong, no evil has been perpetuated by a demiurge seeking to entrap us and enslave us.
The ultimate outcome in mystical Christianity was imagined as an erotic relationship of the human soul as the bride of the Logos in which the divided essences would be reunited. This differs from the Oriental conceptions of spiritual work as gaining conscious awareness of an existing universal unity - but the ultimate goal of the work was the same: a mystical state of conscious union (called "Samadhi" in the Vedas and "the kingdom of heaven" in Christian lore). The goal remains the same in Thelema as it was in the old systems, but the methods of its attainment are defined differently as the energy shift of the Equinox of the Gods begins to be felt. "Thy will be done" is a formula in which the individual is conceived of as separate from the universal being of which it is a part; "Do what thou wilt" re-states the formula from the perspective in which the desired union is an accepted fact. Your "true will" and "God's will" for you are two ways of describing the same will - since in the Thelemic formula you *are* "God" (Hadit) already. This implies, as I have said, that the attainment of Samadhi is to be considered the basic starting point of the religion of the new aeon.
But I have never been separated from the Logos and have no need of having my relationship with it to be healed or mended.  We all have the ability to tap our heals three times and say: There's no place like home, which for me, is here now, in this body and in this place and time.  The misconception of one's separation from the universal being is but a product of anthropomorphosism, which brings on the hideous assertion "Thy will be done."  It is an error of ignorance.
Don't forget the rest of the verse you quoted: "Let the evil ones be cast away; let the good ones be purged by the Prophet! Then shall this knowledge go aright." This purging is still just beginning. At this time we are still on the earliest edge of the cusp of the new aeon - a 2600 year period according to the reckoning based on the precession of the galactic zodiac.
Taking the "thou" of 'Do what thou wilt' and considering it as Paratman would be in error as well.  By definition, the Paratman cannot act and cannot will.  In order to lessen any misunderstanding due to terminology, I'll say, it's the Jivatman that acts, an eradically at best, since it is a host of conflicting egos.  So there's something to Hindu science that is worth noting in Thelemic philosophy, but plenty in it that needs to be purged as well.
Though I will say I am delighted that you understand the nature of the astrological ages.  Most Thelemites err in thinking that the Aeon of Horus is consistent with the Age of Aquarius and that that age has already started.  We are still about 600 years from the start and as you seem to imply, the Aeon of Horus is but representative of the cusp of this new Age.  Cf. my article: Gnostic Cycles.
___
 

...I dare reveal one secret I've been holding from the beginning:of our dialogue, there is no scientific way to prove or disprove that Atman = Brahman...
Aha! So I've been deluded all this time and engaged on a hopeless quest... NOT.  ;~>
If what you say is true, then Crowley was also deluded in his promulgation of Scientific Illuminism. I think, however, that he was onto something important. 
Please consider these comments of Crowley's:
***
<snip>
***
You will no doubt recognize this passage from "The Psychology of Hashish", which contains some of Crowley's most interesting work (in my opinion) although it was written for a general audience. Please note Crowley's usage of the term 'Mystic Vision" here, which he equates with Samadhi; and please note that this Mystic Vision is not some blank vision of empty nothingness, but something else entirely. He adds the statement that "...meditation will revolutionise our conception of the universe, just as the microscope has done." Clearly he is saying that the scientific proof we are seeking will be obtainable as more trained observers develop a consensus on their results.
You describe an empirical approach to validate the insights that Samadhi brings, but the mechanistic structure of the Universe would still remain a speculation.  All that Scientific Illuminism could hope to produce is the enlightened consciousness as derived by a specificially delineated methodology.
___
 

 

Acting in the world and not despising it as Buddha teaches is the love of NUIT...
Please note that it is not the world that the Buddhist despises, but bondage or restriction of the will. The Bodhisattva (one who has attained Moksha) acts in the world without being bound by it.
Everything in the world is but the generation of desire or repulsion (two-sides of the same coin); the Buddha would have us forsake all of this in order to escape the sorrow that desire (and repulsion) generates.  The Bodhissatva is the most condescending of beings; declaring oneself 'liberated' and then remaining in the world of sorrow for the sake of the unenlightened; as if they weren't gods making their own decisions.  Yuck!
___
 

 

That we are both ONE and MANY is easily affirmable, as I can focus on myself (know thyself) and I can focus on that expanded consciousness of my connection with the world around (as found in my previous post and in which you commented on above).  But I also maintain that the NOT is ineffable and should not be quantified; whether as consciousness or otherwise.  Yes the ALL/MANY is consciousness...NOT has nothing to do with this.
In this statement we are coming close to full agreement. The sticking point seems to be with the particular nature of the interface between Kether and AIN and how the conception of Brahman relates to either and/or both of these Qabalistic concepts. If we spend endless hours quibbling over a dispute that boils down to differing interpretations of one ancient Sanskrit word, our entire lofty debate starts to appear more like a farcical comedy sketch from Monty Python or the Firesign Theater. So, long story short, if you have some experience of the collective consciousness that includes all individual conscious beings as our body includes all of its cells, then you have touched what I am using the word Brahman to refer to. It remains only to analyze the nature of this collective consciousness in comparison with your 
individual consciousness and determine if there is an identity between them.
Regarding the relationship between AIN and Kether, I would recommend a study of the material at <http://www.abrahadabra.com>. 

I've only briefly looked at the site and will have to go through it more thoroughly.  Who are these people?
In the introductory article, I found an interesting quote:
We are perfectly free to reject any or all parts of Abrahadabra insofar as the particulars of its mechanics are concerned, but we are not so free to reject out of hand the principle it reveals without risking the loss of the Tree of Life itself and the rational acquisition of its entire property.
This seems to echo what I just said above, that our scientific method produces enlightenment, symbolized in this quote as the acquisition of the property of the Tree, but again, any mechanical construction would be theoretical with us "perfectly free to reject any or all parts" of the theorum.
===
Now, moving on to some perhaps less pleasant matters, I have to say that your spiritual attainment does not seem to have aided your understanding of earthly matters. Your usage of the term "PC" (by which I assume you mean "political correctness") in connection with the term "fascist" indicates that you do not understand either term, and that you have allowed yourself to be influenced by some very dark and confused forces. 
Because my opinion differs from yours, I am being "influenced byh some very dark and confused forces"; this is the very nature of fascist attitude: "He can't be a man because he does not smoke the same cigarettes as me."  --Rolling Stones
Political correctness has absolutely nothing to do with fascism except as a counter-measure to prevent its arising. 
PC has come to limit our speech and its free expression; it has become a source of RESTRICTION--the only sin in AL.  The collectivists (those of the left, politically) have always been for the repression of individuality with an all out effort to create a government with a consoler nature.
It is simply a movement to increase awareness of and respect for the individual autonomy and dignity of all individuals regardless of their social position. 
No, it tries to pretend that we are all equal in an egalitarian hallucination that pretends their is no natural hierarchy in humanity.  It fails to distinguish between the idea that we are all equal before the law and the idea that we are all equal.  Well, we are not equal at all; some of us are more intelligent, others more beautiful, et al.
It is not deemed "politically correct" to disparage or degrade a person solely because of hir cultural or ethnic background, or other qualities such as gender, sexual orientation, physical stature, etc. The movement is simply an attempt to re-introduce some basic civility into our civilization. It is rooted in the tradition of civil democracy reflected in the British Magna Carta, the US Declaration of Independence, and the UN Charter. 
If that was all it did, I'd have no problem with it.  But PC goes much further than this.  I'll reassert what I just said above.
Actual fascism disregards the individual and promotes collectivized attitudes toward classes of people. Fascists use propaganda that derides "PC" in order to further their collectivist agenda of corporate monopoly capitalist hegemony, and you appear to be playing right into their hands. 
The fascistic forces working in the corporate/capitalist hegemony is another problem.  I say, both sides of this coin deliver the same problem.  In short, the Republicans have come to represent overtly fascistic forces and the Democrats are Socialists (Collectivists) that once set to power, will create their own fascistic constituencies.  In today's electoral process, all we are voting for is which group of corporations will be allowed to undermine our liberty.  PC is simply a different set of restrictions; suitable to those who have leftist leanings.
___
 

 

Before the world can be united (in my view) there will be a dividing of the world into two halves; one controlled by China and one by the U.S.
Ok; that's your view... here's mine: All nation-states, including both USA and China, are criminal gangs that have risen to supremacy through theft and murder. They are decaying archaic remnants of earlier stages of human social evolution, and none of them will survive into the new aeon. Each nation-state maintains its grip on power through combined strategies of force and deception. Euro-American forms of government have evolved from the primitive superstition of the "divine right of kings" doctrine, to the equally superstitious "social contract" model - the idea that we have bartered our natural freedom for protection by the state - essentially the same "protection racket" that the Mafia is famous for. See my brief tract, "Who owns the Earth?" for some more thoughts on this point. <http://www.luminist.org/archives/who_owns_earth.htm>
Yes, like most collectivists, the big carrot on the stick is Utopia; per your quote:
The false claim that this Utopia is impossible is passed on as a part of the social conditioning the entrenched power structure uses to keep us enslaved.
Politically Philosophy 101: Utopia is an impossibility.  And in my opinion, your NICE view of the world is naive at best.  The Social Contract is the first practical application of the Platonic idea that civilization releases us from our bondage to nature.  Cf. The Republic by Plato.
The world will not be united by force, but by love. 
There's the Hippie dream in a nutshell:  I'll quote the head-Hippie (John Lennon): The dream is over.
Attempts to implement just social systems by force are doomed to failure. The just society will arise through voluntary agreement between free individuals. 
You mean via a Social Contract?
Governments as they exist today must be replaced by a worldwide network of autonomous individuals associating voluntarily for mutual benefit. The development of this system has already begun - this Internet upon which we are conversing is its precursor. See some further thoughts on this idea in my article, "Our Utopian Future": <http://luminist.org/church/6.htm>
The very nature of this world is one of contending forces...there will never be a utopia.  At best, as Plato well describes, their may be times when a Philosopher King may come to rule; and that is the best of possibilities for the state.  But as soon as he or she dies, that 'utopia' (for want of a better phrase) will disappear.
The 20th century featured World Wars One and Two as bloated governments battled one another for world hegemony. Instead of World War Three, the prophetic stage is set for World Revolution One - a worldwide rejection of all force-based or slave-god systems and a worldwide recognition of the royal sovereignty of the individual. The principles upon which post-revolutionary society will be governed have been expressed in these terms: 
I. Every person born on Earth is an equal co-heir of the commonwealth of Earth.
This is a Marxist assertion.
II. No collective policy is legitimate unless it has the full consent and agreement of every person affected by it. 
An impossibility...there never will come a time when everybody will agree on anything.
III. Voluntary cooperation for mutual benefit is the most efficient and satisfactory basis for all economic and social relations.
Our Founding Fathers tried this idea immediately after the American Revolution, with their Articles of Confederation.  As the country immediately began falling apart and with everyone chasing their own ends, they came to abandon the articles and wrote the Constitution, which played all the contending forces against each other.
Crowley expresses it this way in "The Scientific Solution of the Problem of Government": "The Absolute rule of the state shall be a function of the absolute liberty of each individual will."  <http://www.geocities.com/nu_isis/sspg.html>
I don't see how this bolsters your point.
And this way in his Introduction to Liber AL: "Democracy dodders. Ferocious Fascism, cackling Communism, equally frauds, cavort crazily all over the globe. They are hemming us in. They are abortive births of the Child, the New Æon of Horus. Liberty stirs once more in the womb of Time."
Yes, democracy is as much a sham as any other.  As a matter of fact, the only thing that comes close to providing properly for human autonomy has been capitalism; assuming the proper governmental regulations in place to prevent monopolies, capitalism becomes a field of pure meritocracy.  Knowing that there is no such thing as egalitarianism, the greater amongst us will reap greater rewards from our society.  And as AL says, the slaves shall serve.
___
 

 

That the Nazis perverted the Eugenics movement of the early 20th Century ev is not my concern.  But at least I am not hindered from exploring what it has to offer.  Of course, your self-righteous, knee-jerk response here may prevent you from understanding...let's see if you really do practice what you preach and you can step outside yourself to consider ideas with an open mind.
Thanks for the references. I am familiar with much of this material, and I am continuing to peruse more of it. However I stand by my original statement, although perhaps I should apologize for the heated tone of my response which does not aid the process of civil discourse (and neither do terms like "self-righteous" and "knee-jerk", whatever that means - understanding will not be aided by descending into a name-calling match).
Self-Righteous and Knee-Jerk would be very consistent with the appalling nature of those that have adopted the PC agenda.  And with charges like you have below, makes even civil discussion of ideas virtually impossible.
In my view, this "eugenics" movement is the decaying residue of the inflated fantasies of 19th century imperialists and it has no relevance today except for its use as propaganda by racist and nationalist activists. It is, in my view, totally at odds with the primary revelation of Thelema - "every man and every woman is a star". A careful reading of the web sites you suggested shows clearly that their primary objective is not the improvement of human evolution, but a racist agenda. The myth of "race" is meaningless in genetic terms; we are in fact one race - the human race - comprised of many ethnicities but sharing direct descent from common ancestors. Every "racial" or ethnic grouping is composed of individuals that vary widely in intelligence, physical ability, and all other characteristics. As much as I admire HPB, her "root race" theory in which the epochs of human evolution are linked to racial types have led many students astray. Genetic science has advanced sufficiently to allow us to lay these fallacies to rest. The sublte or sometimes not-so-subtle subtext of much of this eugenics literature is that certain races or classes of humanity may be considered expendable so that other classes may prosper. This is collectivist thinking that denies the sovereignty of the individual.
If you are truly interested in the advancement of human evolution, I would suggest looking into the Transhumanist movement which explores ways we can gain conscious control over our evolution. The single thing which most distinguishes Homo sapiens from our fellow animal species is our use of technology, and Transhumanism explores ways technology may be used to guide and shape our evolutionary future.
See: The Declaration of the World Transhumanist Association - <http://www.transhumanism.org/index.php/WTA/declaration/>
I have had contact with the Transhumanists; an interesting group...but in the end, as PC as you are, which I found less than laudable.  In a more mature sympatico with this group, you might enjoy the ideas of William Irwin Thompson.  I've come to respect his work a great deal.
___
 

 

Forgive the wry commentary...the Nazi accusation got me incensed. 
Understood. Please understand also that I intend no personal accusation - I don't know you well enough to have any conceivable basis for such; I am simply responding to the ideas you express in these writings, as I expect you to respond to mine. However, while we are talking about civility in discourse, I should point out that your many derogatory epithets about "Hippies" strike pretty close to home - you are talking about me, my family and my culture, and your attitude seems to be either misinformed or malicious - I will assume it is the former. I will explain why I say this if you wish - however that is a debate for another day.
PC=No constructive criticism allowed.
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Appending my last response, you wrote:
 

In my view, this "eugenics" movement is the decaying residue of the inflated fantasies of 19th century imperialists and it has no relevance today except for its use as propaganda by racist and nationalist activists. It is, in my view, totally at odds with the primary revelation of Thelema - "every man and every woman is a star".
Had you not so immediately dismissed (in the way modern science has dismissed Alchemy) and actually checked out the references I gave you, you would see your error here.  For example, the first link I gave you came with a quote posted immediately under it:
The eleventh edition of The Encyclopedia Britannica defines eugenics as "the organic betterment of the race through wise application of the laws of heredity." Most people draw a blank when they hear the word, or it conjures up images of swastikas and jack-booted Nazis. But eugenics has had a long history, extending back to ancient Rome and beyond.
There is nothing to suggest a collection of "inflated fantasies" nor any form of imperialistic colonization.  From the underlined sentence, you were immediately informed of the long history of Eugenics and its raison d'etre; the "wise application of the laws of heredity."  Back in the 1930s ev, there was a great deal of philosophic and ethical debate and creative thought; especially by such writers as George Orwell and Aldous Huxely.  This was and should be seen as important with our society making a big mistake in throwing the baby out with the bath water after the Nazi horror.
 

A careful reading of the web sites you suggested shows clearly that their primary objective is not the improvement of human evolution, but a racist agenda. 
No, racism is a part of the Nazi agenda (and other modern genocide-oriented regimes).  Yes, there were Americans applying the still socially popular racism that tints our history to this investigation.  Prescott Bush (grandfather of our President) was a financial supporter of the Nazi regime; amongst others at that time.
The remainder of that quote is well worth the re-read:
Eugenics is concerned with the current direction of human evolution. Thousands of articles have been published in scholarly journals, tons of dirt have been sifted through with tiny brushes in search for skulls, vast amounts of grant money awarded to researchers, and many entire careers spent trying to discover how we evolved larger brains and greater intelligence up to the point of Homo sapiens, and this is a fascinating and worthwhile endeavor. But what is urgent, what is arguably the most important question facing our species, is where human beings are evolving right now. Are we evolving in a favorable direction, or an unfavorable one?
You say that Eugenics is merely "propaganda by racist and nationalist activists", but as the underslined sentences in the above quote show, not only is the discipline well respected in scholarly quarters (and it is important to remind the 'liberal hippie constituencie' that I have been delauding, that there was a deliberate movement in liberal quarters, to dissociate with the intelligensia and scholars in the late 70s ev, in order to become more competitive with the 'fear-mongering' conservatives), but that these same scholars have noted its importance as highlighted by the sentence in red.
It's true that natural selection has virtually ceased to operate in many parts of the world today, but evolution continues because human reproduction is far from random. Just as history marches on indefinitely into the future, both in war and in peace, so, too, does evolution. Reproductive patterns of each generation shape the innate character of successive generations, whether for better, or for worse.
Whether its beautiful appearing people marrying other beautiful appearing people; athletic or intelligent people marrying others of their ilk; and/or the rich marrying within their own class and klan, human "reproduction is far from random".  And the way we actually choose our partners could not be addressed in liberal quarters as it would defy the restricting law of PC.
Most of us want to give our children as much as our parents gave us, preferably more. We want them to have the best possible education, and every advantage we can afford. We also hope to leave them a better world than the one we were born into. However, the most important legacy we can bequeath to our children is their own biological integrity: good health, high intelligence, and noble character. These traits go a long ways towards insuring their personal happiness and well-being. Taken collectively, these traits constitute the ability of a population to maintain and advance civilization - the most precious of human gifts - for without civilization, chaos reigns, "might makes right," and suffering abounds.
The underlined red sentence says it all...and in contrast to your claim that this is "totally at odds with the primary revelation of Thelema", this is very much in tune with the Thelema and the work of the A.'.A.'.  We see everyone's personal evolution as vital for the growth and well being of the human race.  Our intent is to assist those capable, of becoming fully human.  And we don't apply any discriminatory practices to our method of selection.  Simply, one must approach us, say it is their Will to join us, and then to do the work.  And the work speaks for itself.
But when you quote AL and say that "every man and woman is a star" is contrary to the Eugenic ideology, you first assume that Eugenics is an ideology rather than a science and then you apply the PC democratic ideology that says that all humans are equal (more than just equal before the law).  But they are obviously not equal; some are prettier, some taller, some stronger, some smarter...this democratic ideology that flies in such knee-jerk fashion in liberal quarters is as disgusting as the subtle racist agenda that flies about in conservative quarters.
But as if I didn't give you enough (had you looked and not been so dismissive) in my original post on this, here's a list of points describing Eugenics in yet, that first quote I gave you:

The focus of this paper will be on intelligence. Here's the argument, in a nutshell:
1. Human intelligence is largely hereditary. 
2. Civilization depends totally upon innate intelligence. Without innate intelligence, civilization would never have been created. When intelligence declines, so does civilization.
3. The higher the level of civilization, the better off the population. Civilization is not an either-or proposition. Rather, it's a matter of degree, and each degree, up or down, affects the well-being of every citizen.
4. At the present time, we are evolving to become less intelligent with each new generation. Why is this happening? Simple: the least-intelligent people are having the most children.
5. Unless we halt or reverse this trend, our civilization will invariably decline. Any decline in civilization produces a commensurate increase in the collective "misery quotient."
Logic and scientific evidence stand behind each statement listed above.
 

 

The myth of "race" is meaningless in genetic terms; we are in fact one race - the human race - comprised of many ethnicities but sharing direct descent from common ancestors. Every "racial" or ethnic grouping is composed of individuals that vary widely in intelligence, physical ability, and all other characteristics. As much as I admire HPB, her "root race" theory in which the epochs of human evolution are linked to racial types have led many students astray. Genetic science has advanced sufficiently to allow us to lay these fallacies to rest. The sublte or sometimes not-so-subtle subtext of much of this eugenics literature is that certain races or classes of humanity may be considered expendable so that other classes may prosper. This is collectivist thinking that denies the sovereignty of the individual.
I've just ordered this book from the Scientific American Book Club:  The Last Human: A Guide to Twenty-Two Species of Extinct Humans.  And it has this descriptor: "This book lets you encounter 22 extinct species of humans that lived ove rthe past six to seven million yhears, meticulously descried and vivdly issustrated using state-of-the-art 3-D reconstruction techniques."
No, I don't think Blavatsky was any where's near as far off the mark as you claim.  As a matter of fact, her discussion on the Nephilim is particularly fascinating in this regard.  You would benefit a bit should you read my commentaries on this in the Theosophist Discussion section of the archives of this list.
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Another thought on this...the quote I sent claims that Eugenics was a concern even back to Roman Times.  Actually, it really goes a lot further; the Egyptians were especially concerned with this, as discussed in my GCL article, Liber LH, wherein I write:
The Pharoah was said to have the power of rule only when he physically sat on the ‘Throne of Horus’.  And the throne was also referred to being the Chariot of the Queen.  Indeed, the heir to the throne of Egypt was produced by the child or the union of the son and the daughter.  This not only tells us that the line of succession was matrilineal. But leads us to wonder why this particular bloodline was considered to be so important.  For this, it gets particularly interesting in light of the scientific knowledge that we have of Mitochondrial DNA.  Nuclear DNA is that formed in the zygote by the union of Nuclear DNA from both the sperm and the ova.  However, Mitochondrial DNA is without the nucleus of the cell and is not penetrated by the sperm into the ova.  Therefore, it is the mother’s Mitochondrial DNA that is transferred solely to the child.  On rare occasions, the seminal Mitochondrial DNA has penetrated and altered the bloodline, but this is really the exception to the rule.
The Egytian bloodline had to be maintained mitochondrially, by what today is considered incestuous practices.  This is even remembered in Liber LXV, where it says; right in the first verse:
"O heart of my mother, my sister, mine own..."
Please be mindful that I am not making a subtle argument for incest; just showing Eugenics in an historical context.  For that matter, today, the Jews still practice the matrilineal concept.  But of course, they don't practice incest; they simply use the matrilineal bloodline as their lineal identification.
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THE DANGERS OF MYSTICISM

By Aleister Crowley

Affectionately inscribed to Arthur Edward Waite

In its splintering, the original Order of the Golden Dawn had produced several groups turned the group more deeply into a mystical Christianity.  All the bickering the brought on the splintering was brought to a height when Crowley was given an inner order initiation by Mathers and a host of self-righteous members rebuked Mathers for accepting a bi-sexual man amongst their rank.  The work of the lodge itself had devolved into mere pageantry with a group politic that had members buying Grades for prestige.  A.E. Waite was one of the leaders in this revolt; seen by Crowley as the most pompous of the lot, with the possible exception of W.B. Yeats.
A CURIOUS IDEA is being sedulously disseminated, and appears to be gaining ground, that mysticism is the "Safe" Path to the Highest, and magic the dangerous Path to the Lowest.

First off, there is no safe path.  One of the reasons why the Western Mystery Tradition has been so secretive is that its teachings and techniques are not fullproof.  The danger of failing can be worse than not having tried to begin with.  So the 'safe' path is exoteric religion; but of course, there, you'll also find certain failure in attainment.  So is this really safe?  That is, assuming there is some vital need for attainment.  And if there isn't, what value beyond vanity can attainment have?
There are several comments to be made on this assertion.  One may doubt whether anything worth doing at all is free from danger, and one may wonder what danger can threaten the man whose object is his own utter ruin.  One may also smile a little grimly at the integrity of those who try to include all Magic under Black Magic, as is the present trick of the Mystic Militant here on earth.

Do not underestimate the militancy of the Mystic.  This one relies on a sometimes overt and sometimes covert philosophy of intolerant morality.  Either you are in agreement with these ideals and the overall ideology or you are evil or seduced by evil; the charge may also address your intellectual competence.  In comparison, the Magickian's philosophy seems a-moral at best, though a virtuous moral code of ethical behavior is pursued beyond the Mystic's ability to recognize.  Any attempt to overcome the Mystic's cognitive dissonance will usually prove futile.
Now, as one who may claim to a slight acquaintance with the literature of both paths, and to have been honoured by personal exposition from the adepts of both paths, I believe that I may be able to bring them fairly into the balance.

This is the magical theory, that the first departure from the Infinite must be equilibrated and so corrected.  So the "great magician," Mayan, the maker of Illusion, the Creator, must be met in combat.  Then "if Satan be divided against Satan, how shall his kingdom stand?"  Both vanish: the illusion is no more.  Mathematically, 1 + (–1) = 0.  And this path is symbolised in the Taro under the figure of the Magus, the card numbered 1, the first departure from 0, but referred to Beth, 2, Mercury, the god of Wisdom, Magic and Truth.

And this Magus has the twofold aspect of the Magician himself and also of the "Great Magician" described in Liber 418 (Equinox, No. V., Special Supplement, p. 144).1
I have highlighted the important paragraphs in red, with my commentary in blue:
The Cry of the 7th Aethyr, Which is Called DEO
(DEO = <{Virgo}{Libra}. These symbols pertain to Babalon.)

The stone is divided, the left half dark, the right half light, and at the bottom thereof is a certain blackness, of three divergent columns. And it seems as if the black and white halves are the halves of a door, and in the door is a little key-hole, in the shape of the Astrological symbol of Venus. And from the key-hole issue flames, blue and green and violet, but without any touch of yellow or red in them. It seems as if there were a wind beyond the door, that is blowing the flame out.
The stone seems symbolic for the world of duality on the b&w side with the three-fold veil of the negative on the other; an overall allusion to the formula, 2=0.  Note Crowley's assignment of this formula to the Magickian in this essay.  The unlocking (keyhole) of the secret of life (Venus/Ankh) is also symbolized by the three columns (the Jivatman complex, Atman & Paratman).

And a voice comes: "Who is he that hath the key to the gate of the evening star?"
A reference to Venus (cf. Starry Gnosis)

And now an Angel cometh and seeketh to open the door by trying many keys. And they are none of any avail. And the same voice saith: "The five and the six are balanced in the word Abrahadabra, and therein is the mystery disclosed. 
The Soul and Spirit of Man are integrated by the formula Abrahadabra.
But the key unto this gate is the balance of the seven and the four; and of this thou hast not even the first letter. Now there is a word of four letters that containeth in itself all the mystery of the Tetragrammaton (TARO: it conceals all the mysteries of Tetragrammaton through the cards which declare him.), and there is a word of seven letters which it concealeth (This may be Babalon, for Malkuth concealeth Binah. Also 156 = 2 x 78.), and that again concealeth the holy word that is the key of the abyss (This word is N.O.X. = , Babalon conceals this word because She is the Lady of the City of the Pyramids beneath the Night of Pan. These words are probably BABALON, ChAOS, TARO.). And this thou shalt find, revolving it in thy mind.
The seven planets or Dhyan Chohans are the company of demi-gods or demiurges that ultimately manifest as the many elements, symbolized by the four principles (fire, water, air and earth).

Hide therefore thine eyes. And I will set my key in the lock, and open it. Yet still let thine eyes be hidden, for thou canst not bear the glory that is within.

So, therefore, I covered mine eyes with my hands. Yet through my hands could I perceive a little of those bowers of azure flame.

And a voice said: It is kindled into fire that was the blue breast of ocean; because this is the bar of heaven, and the feet of the Most High are set thereon.

Now I behold more fully: Each tongue of flame, each leaf of flame, each flower of flame, is one of the great love-stories of the world, with all its retinue of _mise-en-sc ne_. And now there is a most marvelous rose formed from the flame, and a perpetual rain of lilies and passion-flowers and violets. And there is gathered out of it all, yet identical with it, the form of a woman like the woman in the Apocalypse, but her beauty and her radiance are such that one cannot look thereon, save with sidelong glances. I enter immediately into trance. It seems that it is she of whom it is written, "The fool hath said in his heart 'there is no God.'" But the words are not Ain Elohim, but La (=nay!) and Elohim contracted from 86 to 14, because La is 31, which x 14 is 434, Daleth, Lamed, Tau. This fool is the fool of the Path of Aleph, and sayeth, which is Chokmah, in his heart, which is Tiphereth, that she existeth, in order first that the Wisdom may be joined with the Understanding; and he affirmeth her in Tiphereth that she may be fertile.
14 is also XIV the Art Atu, which is the path that leads from Yesod to Tiphareth.

It is impossible to describe how this vision changeth from glory unto glory, for at each glance the vision is changed. And this is because she transmitteth the Word to the Understanding, and therefore hath she many forms, and each goddess of love is but a letter of the alphabet of love.

Now, there is a mystery in the word Logos, that containeth the three letters whose analogy hath been shown in the lower heavens, Samech, and Lamed, and Gimel, that are 93, which is thrice 31, and in them are set the two eyes of Horus (i.e. the two letters O.O = {Capricorn}, the Eye.). (Ayin means an eye.) For, if it were not so, the arrow could not pierce the rainbow, and there could be no poise in the balance, and the Great Book should never be unsealed. But this is she that poureth the Water of Life upon her head, whence it floweth to fructify the earth (Refers to ATU XVII, "The Star", which shows this figure.). But now the whole Aethyr is the most brilliant peacock blue. It _is_ the Universal Peacock that I behold.

And there is a voice: Is not this bird the bird of Juno, that is an hundred, and thirty, and six ({HEB:Ayin}{HEB:Nun}{HEB:Vau}{HEB:Yod} = 136.)? And therefore is she the mate of Jupiter (The fourth of the mystic numbers of Jupiter is 136.).

And now the peacock's head is again changed into a woman's head sparkling and coruscating with its own light of gems.

But I look upwards, seeing that she is called the footstool of the Holy One, even as Binah is called His throne. And the whole Aethyr is full of the most wonderful bands of light, --- a thousand different curves and whorls, even as it was before, when I spake mysteries of the Holy Qabalah, and so could not describe it.
The Holy One is the Great Magickian (Paratman).  And his feet are below the hells; that is the manifestation on Earth is the Magickian engaged in life and with the world he creates in manifested actuality (not seduced by Maya).

Oh, I see vast plains beneath her feet, enormous deserts studded with great rocks; and I see little lonely souls, running helplessly about, minute black creatures like men (Again the Black Brothers.). And they keep up a very curious howling, that I can compare to nothing that I have ever heard; yet it is strangely human.

And the voice says: These are they that grasped love and clung thereto, praying ever at the knees of the great goddess. These are they that have shut themselves up in fortresses of Love.
These are the mystics, the Shut Ups of cap. 89 of Liber 333.  They have sought love and eschewed its opposite in their manachean moralism.  Their worship of Paratman and the negation of they themselves (ego-losers) have brought them to the lonely towers of the Abyss.  They have cut themselves off from humanity, yet serve it despite their Wills; but as slaves to their do-gooder vanities.  And in these vanities they find righteousness; self-righteousness, the most arrogant and condescending of vices.

Each plume of the peacock is full of eyes, that are at the same time 4 x 7. And for this is the number 28 reflected down into Netzach; and that 28 is Kaph Cheth (Kach), power. For she is Sakti, the eternal energy of the Concealed One. And it is her eternal energy that hath made this eternal change. And this explaineth the call of the Aethyrs, the curse that was pronounced in the beginning being but the creation of Sakti. And this mystery is reflected in the legend of the Creation, where Adam represents the Concealed One, for Adam is Temurah of MAD, the Enochian word for God, and Eve, whom he created for love, is tempted by the snake, Nechesh, who is Messiah her child. And the snake is the magical power, which hath destroyed the primordial equilibrium.

And the garden is the supernal Eden, where is Ayin, 70, the Eye of the Concealed One, and the creative Lingam; and Daleth, love; and Nun the serpent (Eden = {HEB:Nun-final}{HEB:Dalet}{HEB:Ayin} = 124.). And therefore this constitution was implicitly in the nature of Eden (cf. _Liber__ __L_., I., 29, 30), so that the call of the Aethyrs could not have been any other call than that which it is.

But they that are without understanding have interpreted all this askew, because of the Mystery of the Abyss, for there is no Path from Binah unto Chesed; and therefore the course of the Flaming Sword was no more a current, but a spark. And when the Stooping Dragon raised his head unto Dath in the course of that spark, there was, as it were, an explosion, and his head was blasted. And the ashes thereof were dispersed throughout the whole of the 10th Aethyr. And for this, all knowledge is piecemeal, and it is of no value unless it be co-ordinated by Understanding.

And now the form of the Aethyr is the form of a mighty Eagle of ruddy brass. And the plumes are set alight, and are whirled round and round until the whole heaven is blackness with these flying sparks therein.

Now it is all branching streams of golden fire tipped with scarlet at the edges (These visions seem defects of concentration; or rather, necessary rest for the over-strained seer.).

And now She cometh forth again, riding upon a dolphin. Now again I see those wandering souls, that have sought restricted love, and have not understood that "the word of sin is restriction."

It is very curious; they seem to be looking for one another or for something, all the time, constantly hurrying about. But they knock up against one another and yet will not see one another, or cannot see one another, because they are so shut up in their cloaks.

And a voice sounds: It is most terrible for the one that hath shut himself up and made himself fast against the universe. For they that sit encamped upon the sea in the city of the Pyramids are indeed shut up. But they have given their blood, even to the last drop, to fill the cup of BABALON.

These that thou seest are indeed the Black Brothers, for it is written: "He shall laugh at their calamity and mock them when their fear cometh." And therefore hath he exalted them unto the plane of love.

And yet again it is written: He desireth not the death of a sinner, but rather that he should turn from his wickedness. Now, if one of these were to cast off his cloak he should behold the brilliance of the lady of the Aethyr; but they will not.
The Black Brother in his ascetisism denies the beauty of material manifestation and can only see its ugliness.  BABALON is the material life force; the expression of the divine light in the deepest material darkness.

And yet again there is another cause wherefore He hath permitted them to enter thus far within the frontiers of Eden, so that His thought should never swerve from compassion. But do thou behold the brilliance of Love, that casteth forth seven stars upon thine head from her right hand, and crowneth thee with a crown of seven roses. Behold! She is seated upon the throne of turquoise and lapis lazuli, and she is like a flawless emerald,
and upon the pillars that support the canopy of her throne are sculptured the Ram, and the Sparrow, and the Cat, and a strange fish (All sacred to Her, in virtue of certain of Her qualities.). Behold! How she shineth! Behold! How her glances have kindled all these fires that have blown about the heavens! Yet remember that in every one there goeth forth for a witness the justice of the Most High. Is not Libra the House of Venus? And there goeth forth a sickle that shall reap every flower. Is not Saturn exalted in Libra? Daleth, Lamed, Tau (Daleth, {HEB:Dalet}, is spelt {HEB:Taw}{HEB:Lamed}{HEB:Dalet}.).

And therefore was he a fool who uttered her name in his heart, for the root of evil is the root of breath, and the speech in the silence was a lie.

Thus is it seen from below by them that understand not. But from above he rejoiceth, for the joy of dissolution is ten thousand, and the pang of birth but a little (See AL:I.30).
AL I.30:  "This is the creation of the world, that the pain of division is as nothing, and the joy of dissolution all."
Crowley's comment:


This verse is written for men who are still in division, and sore about it; the pain is only in their idea of it.  One should compare this thought with the Freudian psychology, which regards all separation from the 'Mother' as heroic but painful.  But has a hero really no compensations?  Besides, separation is itself a relief, just so soon as the strain becomes irksome, as in parturition.


As to "the joy of dissolution" the reference is to Samadhi, the trance in which Subject and Object become one.  In this orgiastic ecstasy is experienced at first; later, the character of the consciousness changes to continuously calm delight, and later still, the delight deepens in a manner wholly indescribable.  The technical terms used by Oriental Initiates to denote these conditions are untranslatable; in any case, they serve rather to darken counsel.


There is a Qabalistic aphorism concerning the words 'nothing' and 'all'; for this and similar matters see the Appendix.  {NOTE: The Appendix has not yet been recovered}.
And now thou shalt go forth from the Aethyr, for the voice of the Aethyr is hidden and concealed from thee because thou hadst not the key of the door thereof, and thine eyes were not able to bear the splendour of the vision. But thou shalt meditate upon the mysteries thereof, and upon the lady of the Aethyr; and it may be by the wisdom of the Most High that the true voice of the Aethyr, that is continual song, may be heard of thee.

Return therefore instantly unto the earth, and sleep not for a while; but withdraw thyself from this matter. And it shall be enough.

Thus then was I obedient unto the voice, and returned into my body.

W'ain-T-Aissha, Algeria.
December 9, 1909. 8:10-10 p.m.
Now the formula of the mystic is much simpler.  Mathematically, is is 1 – 1 = 0.  He is like a grain of salt cast into the sea; the process of dissolution is obviously easier than the shock of worlds which the magician contemplates.  "Sit down, and feel yourself as dust in the presence of God; nay, as less than dust, as nothing," is the all-sufficient simplicity of his method.  Unfortunately, many people cannot do this.  And when you urge your inability, the mystic is only too likely to shrug his shoulders and be done with you.

Yes, once one violates the applied sanctity of the Mystic's way and fails to recognize its viability for oneself, the Mystic loses respect and either may angrily turn aside, or become condescending towards.  The 1-1=0 formula is the formula of the ego-loser, who seeks to view oneself as infinitessimal ("I am a bug" --The Dalai Lama) and in his or her condescension, pretends that there is no hierarchy of life forms.  For the Mystic, dissolution is desireable and sought after; not so for the Magickian.  For the Magickian, the "shock of worlds" and all the myriad possibilities of manifestation are sacraments and manifestation is seen as the fullest expression of the divine.  It is not to be eschewed, but embraced and adored.
This path is symbolised by the "Fool" of the Tarot, who is alike the Mystic and the Infinite.

But apart from this question, it is by no means certain that the formula is as simple as it seems.  How is the mystic to assure himself that "God" is really "God" and not some demon masquerading in His image?  

How is it that the ego would want to destroy itself or become 'lost'.  The Paratman becomes idolized and anthrompomorphosized, as well as objectified; the Mystic's god has to become everyone's god.  In his or her Bhakti delusion this god becomes the only god, the very description of failure in the Abyss.
We find Gerson sacrificing Huss to his "God"; we find a modern journalist who has done more than dabble in mysticism writing, "This mystic life at its highest is undeniably selfish"; we find another writing like the old lady who ended her criticism of the Universe, "There's only Jock an' me'll be saved; an' I'm no that sure o' Jock"; we find another who at the age of ninety-nine foams at the mouth over an alleged breach of her alleged copyright; we find another so sensitive that the mention of his name by the present writer induces an attack of epileptic mania; if such are really "united with" or "absorbed in" God, what of God?

We are told in Galations that the fruits of the Spirit are peace, love, joy, long-suffering, gentleness, goodness, faith, meekness, temperence; and somewhere else, "By their fruits ye shall know them."

Of these evil-doers then we must either think that they are dishonest, and have never attained at all, or that they have united themselves with a devil.

Evil is objectified by the Mystic as it is but the half of the one coin that is their objectified image of God.  Anyone that cannot see what to them is so obvious, must be evil.
Such are "Brethren of the Left Hand Path," described so thoroughly in Liber 418 (Equinox, No. V., Special Supplement, pp. 119 sqq.).2
The Cry of the 3rd Aethyr (The last three Aethyrs are so tremendously sublime that comment is only too likely to mar the effect upon the reader. They must be read as masterpieces of Art, and their full magical import apprehended as such. This remark, indeed applies to the whole series, though not so formidably. The proper way is first to study the book in detail, so as to assimilate perfectly its intellectual content, and then to read it (so to say) ceremonially.), Which is Called ZON (ZON. {Leo}{Libra}{Scorpio} The Sun, the Balance, and the Snake. See text of Aire.)
There is no better way to read a holy book, especially the Holy Books of Thelema; as it is certain (and I can testify from experience) that as one begins to internalize any holy book through memorization and/or constant perusal a corresponding intuitive understanding should begin to grow inside the authenticly inspired Aspirant.  It is in this way that all interpretations of Qabalistic correspondences are brought forth; a sense of sacredness and sublime simplicity as well as beauty should tinge one's approach to the work.

There is an angry light in the stone; now it is become clear.

In the centre is that minute point of light which is the true Sun, and in the circumference is the Emerald Snake. And joining them are the rays
which are the plumes of Maat, and because the distance is infinite, therefore are they parallel from the circumference, although they diverge
from the centre.

In all this is no voice and no motion.

And yet it seems that the great Snake feedeth upon the plumes of Truth as upon itself, so that it contracteth (Cf. the doctrine of the Snake Ananta.). But ever so little as it contracteth, without it gloweth the golden rim, which is that minute point in the centre.

And all this is the sigil of the Aethyr, gold and azure and green.
Yet also these are the Severities.

It is only in the first three Aethyrs that we find the pure essence, for all the other Aethyrs are but as Malkuth to complete these three triads, as hath before been said. And this being the second reflection, therefore is it the palace of two hundred and eighty judgments (The letters of Judgment, those that have a final form, {HEB:Mem} {HEB:Koph}{HEB:Nun} {HEB:Peh}{HEB:Tzaddi}, all add to 280.).

For all these paths ({HEB:Resh}, {HEB:Lamed} and {HEB:Nun} ({Sun}, {Libra} and {Scorpio}), the Sun, the Balance or plumes of Maat, and the Snake. Added they make 280.) are in the course of the Flaming Sword from the side of Severity. And the other two paths are Zayin, which is a sword;
and Shin, which is a tooth. These are then the five severities which are 280.

All this is communicated to the Seer interiorly.

"And the eye of His benignancy is closed. Let it not be opened upon the Aethyr, lest the severities be mitigated, and the house fall. (Note this. If the Seer had seen this vision truly, he should have become a Magus right then. The vision following was really a Guard to the Aethyr.)"
Shall not the house fall, and the Dragon sink? Verily all things have been swallowed up in destruction; and Chaos hath opened his jaws and crushed the Universe as a Bacchanal crusheth a grape between her teeth. Shall not destruction swallow up destruction, and annihilation confound annihilation? Twenty and two are the mansions (Beth, an house.) of the House of my Father, but there cometh an ox (The letter Aleph.) that shall set his forehead against the House, and it shall fall. For all these things are the toys of the Magician (The path of {Mercury}, Beth, which joins and separates Kether and Binah.) and the Maker of Illusions, that barreth the Understanding from the Crown.

O thou that hast beheld the City of the Pyramids, how shouldst thou behold the House of the Juggler (Atu I)? For he is wisdom, and by wisdom hath he made the Worlds, and from that wisdom issue judgements 70 by 4, that are the 4 eyes of the double-headed one; that are the 4 devils, Satan, Lucifer, Leviathan, Belial, that are the great princes of the evil of the world (See the Book of the Sacred Magic of Abramelin the Mage).

And Satan is worshipped by men under the name of Jesus; and Lucifer is worshipped by men under the name of Brahma; and Leviathan is worshipped by men under the name of Allah; and Belial is worshipped by men under the name of Buddha.

(This is the meaning of the passage in _Liber Legis_, Chap. III.)

Moreover, there is Mary, a blasphemy against BABALON, for she hath shut herself up (She seeks to resist Change, which is Life, she refuses the Formula, "love under will." Yet {GRK:Mu}{GRK:Alpha}{GRK:Rho}{GRK:Iota} {GRK:Epsilon} (Greek) = 156.); and therefore is she the Queen of all those wicked devils that walk upon the earth, those that thou sawest even as little black specks that stained the Heaven of Urania. And all these are the excrement of Choronzon.
One is annihilated in the Abyss; one way or the other (willingly or despite thy will).  It is the place of death that leads to the City of the Pyramids.  For those that die despite their wills, those particles that make up the composite soul are dispersed; digested in the stomach of Choronzon and exreted.  This of course, seen from this side of the Abyss, is but PAN creating the ALL.  These newly assembled particle composites (Souls) have then the opportunity again to congeal the Soul.  If not, they will then be digested in Choronzon.

And for this is BABALON under the power of the Magician, that she hath submitted herself unto the work; and she guardeth the Abyss (She is Binah, ruled by the path of Beth.). And in her is a perfect purity of that which is above; yet she is sent as the Redeemer to them that are below. For there is no other way into the Supernal Mystery but through her, and the Beast on which she rideth; and the Magician is set beyond her to deceive the brothers of blackness, lest they should make unto themselves a crown (Meaning, to construct a true Tree, of which Dath should be the summit. This is in fact the great error of the rationalists --- both in science, like Bchner, and in religion, like Buddha. Knowledge is not, and cannot be, the crown of Consciousness, if only because the Logic beyond the Abyss convicts it of essential self contradiction. Dath, as seen by the Magister Templi, is so far from being the opposite of Ignorance that it is actually a demonstration that the Intellect is incapable of Truth.); for if there were two crowns, then should Ygdrasil, that ancient tree, be cast out into the Abyss, uprooted and cast down into the Outermost Abyss, and the Arcanum which is in the Adytum should be profaned; and the Ark should be touched, and the Lodge spied upon by them that are not masters, and the bread of the Sacrament should be the dung of Choronzon; and the wine of the Sacrament should be the water of Choronzon; and the incense should be dispersion; and the fire upon the Altar should be hate. But lift up thyself; stand, play the man, for behold! there shall be revealed unto thee the Great Terror, the thing of awe that hath no name.

And this is the mystery that I declare unto thee: that from the Crown itself spring the three great delusions; Aleph is madness, and Beth is falsehood, and Gimel is glamour (Aleph is incapacity to apprehend --- the absence of any steady truth. ({HEB:Aleph} = {Air}, the volatile). Beth is the assertion of false relations, even in the illusion of the dyad. ({HEB:Bet} = {Mercury}) And Gimel is the clouding of aspiration by the marsh miasma of desire ({HEB:Gemel} = {Moon}). Such are the evil and averse counterparts of the three highest faculties of the Soul: Aleph, the inspiration of the soul in ecstasy; Beth, the virtue of Truthfulness without care of other issues; and Gimel, the direct link of the human with the divine Consciousness.). And these three be greater than all, for they are beyond the words that I speak unto thee; how much more therefore are they beyond the words that thou transmittest unto men.

Behold! the Veil of the Aethyr sundereth, and is torn, like a sail by the breath of the tempest, and thou shalt see him as from afar off. This is that which is written, "Confound her understanding with darkness," for thou canst not speak this thing (The Seer was being warned all the time that he was seeing only a Guard.).

It is the figure of the Magus of the Taro (Atu I. This is Mayan, the Great Magician, he who has created the Dyad ({HEB:Bet} = 2) and thus made possible the conception of Opposition, and hence of "Evil". He is to be distinguished from Chokma, the creative Mercury who transmits the Essence of Kether as a Logos, that Kether may become intelligible to Himself through Binah. This lower Mercury asserts the Dyad as Reality, and denies alike Kether and the Ain. Hence its issue is in Materialism.); 
The material and the spiritual are two ends of the same coin.  That one should be divided against the other would be utter ruin.  But the manichaean-natured Mystic eschews the material as illusion; a trap that must be overcome that the human being identify only with the spiritual.  Indeed, this is the true and rabit materialist.
and in his right arm the torch of the flames blazing upwards; in his left the cup of poison, a cataract into Hell. And upon his head the evil talisman, blasphemy and blasphemy and blasphemy, in the form of a circle. That is the greatest blasphemy of all (i.e., that the circle should be profaned. The evil circle is of three concentric rings. The circle demands the square (or
Cross) to fulfill it.). On his feet hath he the scythes and swords and sickles; daggers; knives; every sharp thing (Curiously, for his retirement in New Hampshire (An XII) the Seer bought an axe, knife, and a saw for his magical weapons. He had completely forgotten this passage. P.S. ({Sun} in {Leo}, {Moon} in {Cancer}) (An XII) I have just realized (after some days woodcarving) that the use of a knife is to fashion shapeless things into Beauty. This is then the task of a Magus which, in my then Grade, I could not see. Now, O Lord, let me behold the true Vision of the Magus as he is.), --- a millionfold, and all in one. And before him is the Table that is a Table of wickedness, and 42-fold Table. This Table is connected with the 42 Assessors of the Dead, for they are the Accursers, whom the soul must baffle; and with the 42-fold name of God, for this is the Mystery of Iniquity, that there was ever a beginning at all (42 = 2 x 21. 21 = {HEB:Heh}{HEB:Yod}{HEB:Heh}{HEB:Aleph}, God-name of Kether; thus 42 asserts the Dyad as against the Monad, and denies Love. 42 = {HEB:Aleph}{HEB:Mem}{HEB:Aleph}, the Mother unfertilized, the Virgin-on-principle -- the feminine equivalent of the Black Brothers.). And this Magus casteth forth, by the might of his four weapons, veil after veil; a thousand shining colours, ripping and tearing the Aethyr, so that it is like jagged saws, or like broken teeth in the face of a young girl, or like disruption, or madness. There is a horrible grinding sound, maddening. This is the mill in which the Universal Substance, which is ether, was ground down into matter.

The Dyad represents the manichaean principle of good & evil and fails to see the relativistic nature of the two and they're being one beyond the Abyss.
The Seer prayeth that a cloud may come between him and the sun, so that he may shut out the terror of the vision. And he is afire; he is terribly athirst; and no help can come to him, for the shew-stone blazeth ever with the fury and the torment and the blackness, and the stench of human flesh. The bowels of little children are torn out and thrust into his mouth, and a poison is dropped into his eyes. And Lilith ({HEB:Taw}{HEB:Yod}{HEB:Lamed}{HEB:Yod}{HEB:Lamed} = 480 = {HEB:Taw}{HEB:Yod}{HEB:Ayin} = Malkuth, of the 42-fold name in Yetzirah. Also 480 ={HEB:Taw}{HEB:Vau}{HEB:Ayin}{HEB:Dalet}, Dath, in the Plural. Lilith is etymologically "The Woman of Night"; but is diversely described by different authorities. To one she is, "from the head to the navel, a woman --- from the navel to the feet of her, a man". To another, "lovely shape that concealeth a black monkey, even as a figure that draweth with her hands small images of men down into hell" (Liber Ararita: II.10). She is also the "first wife of Adam" i.e. the succubus who visits in their sleep those boys and men who have not previously purified themselves by Right Coitus. The whole world of demons was in fact created (according to Rabbinical tradition) by the nocturnal pollutions of Adam. This is a true
parable. For every sexual act produces its natural effect on all planes. All forms of spiritual experience may be obtained in this manner, according to the Magical Knowledge and Skill of the Operator. And there is always a Child begotten on some plane or other, as the conditions of the experiment decide. (Note. --- A.C. added the following here in his copy of _Eqx_. I, No. 5. "Doris Gomez who came just before Jeanne Foster. It's
a perfect description of her normal nature. Add Laura Brown for the sake of completeness. What about Alostrael?")), a black monkey crawling with filth, running with open sores, an eye torn out, eaten of worms, her teeth rotten, her nose eaten away, her mouth a putrid mass of green slime, her dugs dropping and cancerous, clings to him, kisses him.

(Kill me! kill me!) (The Seer was physically overwhelmed by the horror of this experience. It may seem surprising that such phenomena should occur above the Abyss. But this Lilith is a positive form created by the Magus; whereas, Choronzon is the breaking-up of all coherence. Here also is a mystery of mysteries. Lilith is truly Babalon, as imagined by this energy of Mayan.)

There is a mocking voice: Thou art become immortal. Thou wouldst look upon the face of the Magician and thou hast not beheld him because of his
Magick veils.

(Don't torture me!)

Thus are all they fallen into the power of Lilith, who have dared to look upon his face.

The shew-stone is all black and corrupt. O filth! filth! filth!

And this is her great blasphemy: that she hath taken the name of the First Aethyr (LIL), and bound it on her brow, and added thereunto the
shameless yod and the tau for the sign of the Cross.

She it is that squatteth upon the Crucifix, for the nastiness of her pleasure. So that they that worship Christ suck up her filth upon their tongues, and therefore their breaths stink (For the Christian, obsessed by Mayan, sees Love in this obscene form. It is all a matter of the point-of-view.).

I was saved from that Horror by a black shining Triangle, with apex upwards (This is the Sigil of Binah in one of Her forms. It instantly destroys
the illusion of Lilith, who now appears in her true shape as an avatar; a corporeal image of BABALON, recalling the maiden of the 9th Aethyr.
(Note. --- in A.C.'s _Eqx_. here to the para. beginning "I have seen some picture" he notes in the margin "Hilarion, Jeanne Robert Foster". --- To the para. beginning "then the disk of the sun", he notes "Alice Ethel Coomaraswamy. She has Libra rising and Sol in Scorpio and she is mad about green." --- To the para. beginning "There is another girl", he notes "Helen Westley? --- or Myriam Deroxe.")), that came upon the face of the sun.

BABALON as Lilith taking the material life force (sperm) from "boys and men who have not previously purified themselves by Right Coitus" has obvious allusory attributions to the idea of one pouring one's "blood, even to the last drop, to fill the cup of BABALON."
And now the shew-stone is all clear and beautiful again.

The pure pale gold of a fair maiden's hair, and the green of her girdle, and the deep soft blue of her eyes.

_Note_. --- In this the gold is Kether, the blue is Chokmah, the green is Binah.

Thus she appeareth in the Aethyr, adorned with flowers and gems. It seems that she hath incarnated herself upon earth, and that she will appear
manifest in a certain office in the Temple.

I have seen some picture like her face; I cannot think what picture. It is a piquant face, with smiling eyes and lips; the ears are small and
pink, the complexion is fair, but not transparent; not as fair as one would expect from the hair and eyes. It is rather an impudent face, rather
small, very pretty; the nose very slightly less than straight, well-proportioned, rather large nostrils. Full of vitality, the whole thing.
Now very tall, rather slim and graceful; a good dancer.

There is another girl behind her, with sparkling eyes, mischievous, a smile showing beautiful white teeth; an ideal Spanish girl, but fair. Very
vivacious. Only her head is visible, and now it is veiled by a black sun, casting forth dull rays of black and gold.

Then the disk of the sun is a pair of balances, held steady; and twined about the central pole of the balance is the little green poisonous
snake, with a long forked tongue rapidly darting (It would be improper in this place to comment upon these prophecies. The student may seek enlightenment in "The Urn".).

And the Angel that hath spoken with me before, saith to me: The eye of His benignancy is opened; therefore veileth he thine eyes from the vision.
Manfully hast thou endured; yet, hast thou been man, thou hadst not endured; and hadst thou been wholly that which thou art, thou shouldst have
been caught up in the full vision that is unspeakable for Horror. And thou shouldst have beheld the face of the Magician that thou hast not been able to behold, --- of him from whom issue forth the severities that are upon Malkuth, and his name is Misericordia Dei.

And because he is the dyad, thou mayest yet understand in two ways. Of first way, the Mercy of God is that Mercy which Jehovah showed to the
Amalekites (An XII. Now I understand. It's the fashioning I missed. All my life I have been cutting to destroy. Now I'll cut to create.); and the second way is utterly beyond thine understanding, for it is the upright, and thou knowest nothing but the averse, --- until Wisdom shall inform thine Understanding, and upon the base of the Ultimate triangle arise the smooth point (All this passage is typical of the supernal Logic.).

Veil therefore thine eyes, for that thou canst not master the Aethyr, unless thy Mystery match Its Mystery. Seal up thy mouth also, for thou canst not master the voice of the Aethyr, save only by Silence.

And thou shalt give the sign of the Mother, for BABALON is thy fortress against the iniquity of the Abyss, for the iniquity of that which bindeth her unto the Crown (The path of Beth.), and barreth her from the Crown; for not until thou art made one with CHAOS (The mystery of CHAOS is beyond the comprehension of any but Masters of the Temple. One can only hint that this is at once the Formula of the Feminine Trinity and of the All-Father.) canst thou begin that last, that most terrible projection, the three-fold Regimen which alone constitutes the Great Work.

For Choronzon is as it were the shell or excrement of these three paths, and therefore is his head raised unto Dath, and therefore have the
Black Brotherhood declared him to be the child of Wisdom and Understanding, who is but the bastard of the Svastika. And this is that which is written in the Holy Qabalah, concerning the Whirlpool and Leviathan, and the Great Stone (The student is advised to study these matters in the original
documents.).

Thus long have I talked with thee in bidding thee depart, that the memory of the Aethyr might be dulled; for hadst thou come back suddenly
into thy mortal frame, thou hadst fallen into madness or death. For the vision is not such that any may endure it.

But now thy sense is dull, and the shew-stone but a stone. Therefore awake, and give secretly and apart the sign of the Mother, and call four
times upon the name of CHAOS ({HEB:Samekh}{HEB:Vau}{HEB:Ayin}{HEB:Koph} = 156.), that is the four-fold word that is equal to her seven-fold word. And then shalt thou purify thyself, and return into the World.

So I did that which was commanded me, and returned.

Biskra.
December 17, 1909. 9:30 - 11:30 a.m.
Of these the most characteristic sign is their exclusiveness.  "We are the men."  "Ours is the only Way."  "All Buddhists are wicked," the insanity of spiritual pride.

In today's society, most of these exotericists conform their rhetoric to their PC mentality; thinking they have risen above this sectarian bigotry.  But really, they have merely sublimated their arrogance in a condescending attitude of self-righteousness.
The Magician is not nearly so liable to fall into this fearful mire of pride as the mystic; he is occupied with things outside himself, and can correct his pride.  Indeed, he is constantly being corrected by Nature.  He, the Great One, cannot run a mile in four minutes!  The mystic is solitary and shut up, lacks wholesom combat.  

The Mystic fails to recognize that love and war are two sides of the same coin.  The Mystic has made a false virtue of peace and a false scapegoat of war.  How can the Mystic understand war when the Mystic has not even been able to understand the nature of human interaction?
We are all schoolboys, and the football field is a perfect prophylactic of swelled head.  When the mystic meets an obstacle, he "makes believe" about it.  He says it is "only illusion."  

This is the ego-loser failing to recognize even one's own humility.  Manifestation will remain an illusion for the Mystic, until he or she holds one's hand in the fire. (pun intended)
He has the morphino-maniac’s feeling of bien-être, the delusions of the general paralytic.  

This "bien-etre' is the do-gooder insulating his or her condescension while dishing out pity for those he or she feels is truly inferior; always afraid to meet life head on and find one's superior.
He loses the power of looking any fact in the face; he feeds himself on his own imagination; he persuades himself of his own attainment.  If contradicted on the subject, he is cross and spiteful and cattish.  If I criticise Mr X, he screams, and tries to injure me behind my back; if I say that Madame Y is not exactly St Teresa, she writes a book to prove that she is.

His scientific proofs are wrapped in poetic distraction and his poetry reads like a scientific formula.
Such persons "swollen with wind, and the rank mist they draw, Rot inwardly, and foul contagion spread," as Milton wrote of a less dangerous set of spiritual guides.

For their unhappy followers and imitators, no words of pity suffice.  The whole universe is for them but "the glass of their fool’s face"; only, unlike Sir Palamedes, they admire it.  Moral and spiritual Narcissi, they perish in the waters of illusion.  A friend of mine, a solicitor in Naples, has told me strange tales of where such self-adoration ends.

And the subtlety of the devil is shown particularly in the method by which neophytes are caught by the Black Brothers.  There is an exaggerated awe, a solemnity of diction, a vanity of archaic phrases, a false veil of holiness upon the unclean shrine.  Stilted affectation masquerades as dignity; a rag-bag of mediævalism apes profundity; jargon passes for literature; phylacteries increase about the hem of the perfect prig, prude, and Pharisee.

Corollary to this attitude is the lack of all human virtue.  The greatest magician, when he acts in his human capacity, acts as a man should.  In paraticular, he has learnt kind-heartedness and sympathy.  Unselfishness is very often his long suit.  Just this the mystic lacks.  Trying to absorb the lower planes into the higher, he neglects the lower, a mistake no magician could make.
The Nun Gertrude, when it came to her turn to wash up the dishes, used to explain that she was very sorry, but at that particular moment she was being married, with full choral service, to the Saviour.

Hundreds of mystics shut themselves up completely and for ever.  Not only is their wealth-producing capacity lost to society, but so is their love and good-will, and worst of all, so is their example and precept.  Christ, at the height of his career, found time to wash the feet of his disciples; any Master who does not do this on every plane is a Black Brother.  The Hindus honour no man who becomes "Sannyasi" (nearly our "hermit") until he has faithfuly fulfilled all his duties as a man and a citizen.  Celibacy is immoral, and the celibate shirks one of the greatest difficulties of the Path.

Beware of all those who shirk the lower difficulties: it’s a good bet that they shirk the higher difficulties too.

Of the special dangers of the path there is here no space to write; each student finds at each step temptations reflecting his own special weakness.  I have therefore dealt solely with the dangers inseparable from the path itself, dangers inherent in its nature.  Not for one moment would I ask the weakest to turn back or turn aside from that path, but I would ask even the strongest to apply these correctives: first, the sceptical or scientific attitude, both in outlook and method; second, a healthy life, meaning by that what the athlete and the explorer mean; third, hearty human companionship, and devotion to life, work, and duty.

Let him remember that an ounce of honest pride is better than a ton of false humility, although an ounce of true humility is worth an ounce of honest pride; the man who works has no time to bother with either.  And let him remember Christ’s statement of the Law "to love God with all thy heart, and thy neighbour as thyself."

Know that thy neighbor is as much a God as you are and only then can you love him as yourself.


Footnotes
1: The Vision and the Voice, 7th Æthyr.
2: ibid, 3rd Æthyr.

