Hi Dale,
93
 

We still seem to be miscommunicating somehow despite my best efforts to state clearly what appear to me as simple, obvious and self-evident truths. 
Actually, I think we're communicating pretty well; yes, there are points where we seem to disconnect, but overall, I've learned a quite a bit from what you've said and you've forced me to focus and to better assemble my ideas overall.  But let's finally get past all these speculations and onto something more solid.
 

For example, you said:
The very idea of 'Akashic Records' is quite abstract (or as you say here,. "hypothetical"); is this not as you put on my ideas for abstraction in a prior message, mistaking the map for the territory?  How can we channel from anything that is "hypothetical" and expect to get any information at all?
Any scientific investigation begins with a hypothesis. I thought that my use of this term was unambiguous in the context of discussion of an experimental protocol. In using the term "hypothetical" I am referring to the phenomenon we are investigating as something which is not yet proven to exist by controlled and repeatable experiment. The term "hypothetical" refers to the current state of our knowledge about the phenomenon, not to the phenomenon itself. The phenomenon itself, as described by our hypothesis, is not abstract or theoretical in any sense, but rather is an element that exists in nature which can be directly perceived by a trained observer. Like with any of the natural phenomena that cannot be percieved by our five physical senses (electricity, magnetism, microscopic biology, distant astronomy...) we must develop specific instruments to study it. Once these instruments are developed, they may be used to gather information that tends to either support or disprove the validity of the hypothesis.
Terms like 'Akashic Records' are but pop nomenclature and also so readily conditioned by the ego-loser mentality that is a part of 99% of the spiritual community today.  The alleged New Age...a term itself that is a couple of centuries old...is nothing more than re-packaged Christianity.  If we can move past all the hype and simply focus on the archetypal level of our awareness, then we begin a foundation for experimentation.  But putting any experience through the rose-colored glasses of such fantasias as 'Akashic Records' can only obfuscate our results.
Rather, let's take a look at the criteria for qualifying experience in the Astral Plane (where all the work is done).  If you're not aware of Crowley's Notes on the Astral Plane in MITP, you may want to bone up.  For the application of these criteria, again, you may want to read our notes on our skryings of Liber 231 in the group archives.  I think if you took to this more aggressively, you'll move past all this theorizing that I think we've covered as articulately as could possibly be done...and at this point, we're just burning a dead horse.  
 

___
 

Instead of viewing mystical experiences through "the filters of our expectations", my goal is to view them in relation to a scientific hypothesis formulated to describe the observed phenomena as acurately as possible. This may be another way of saying the same thing, but in the latter case our "expectations" will have been clearly stated and may be subject to a peer review process.
Yes, I actually am aware of the Scientific Method; but thanks for the refresher.  To put things more simply, we must first note that these are mystical experiences that involve on the one hand, a host of symbols that present themselves and need to interpreted by the Qabalah.  These symbols are evoked from our archetypal awareness; and the only inherent problem after all proper testing and interpretation is done, is to establish that these were not part of our imagination and some wish-fulfillment fantasy.  The Neophyte test in the A.'.A.'. accomplishes precisely this; the Neophyte is given a symbol of which he or she has no prior knowledge and is told to skry this.  What is gleaned from this skrying is compared to the actual meaning of the symbol.  If the two are compatible, then we have an important validation for the astral work and the efficacy of Qabalistic interpretation.
___
 

What scientific process would produce proof or certainty of the existence of the akashic records or infosphere? A team of investigators who agree on a protocol and undertake the necessary steps to test the hypthesis, then report back on their results.

What would an experimental protocol look like? The first step would be establishing a baseline of attention focus control capacity among the participants in the experiment through practice with Patanjali or equivalent means - the essential prerequisite for any work on the inner planes. Once this is established through standarized testing, the experiment could proceed through various means such as through ceremonial invocation or journeying with the body of light. A third option would be through what I would call meditation, which is probably the protocol that I would choose to start with. In a chosen asana, each participant would begin by entering the state of mind which is alert, lucid, calm and silent (pratyahara) - shutting down the subverbal narrator. Sustained energy for this effort could be maintained through pranayama and perhaps some judicious applications of entheogenic alchemy. Out of this silence, the attention would be focused (dharana) on the object of the inquiry, an agreed upon person or event to obtain akashic information about. In choosing the focal object, it should be noted that the nature of the impressions obtained from the hypothetical akashic records will be of a subjective nature - that is, it will feel like sharing or re-living the actual real-time experiences of the target, rather than like viewing objective events in a newsreel or obtaining descriptive facts or ideas - the investigator must be prepared for the psychological changes that may result from seeing through another's eyes. If convenient, a link with the targeted person or event could be provided in the place of meditation - a picture, a symbolic object, or perhaps an object that is impregnated with the mana or personal vibrations of a targeted person. The theory is that information specific to the focal object will begin to become accessible as the meditation continues. Information may accrue gradually through subtle hints and flashes of intuition, or suddenly in fully immersive visionary states. Subsequent verification and corroboration could be sought through objective sources as a means of evaluating the reliability of the results obtained. I have never performed this exact experiment, but my work along similar lines leads me to suspect that this approach would be auspicious. Before actually attempting such a project I would want to discuss some necessary precautions and possible sources of difficulty.

But if I want to access information gleaned from the life of one of my ancestors, or say, someone like Julius Caesar, I would have no object to focus on...only an idea.  How would an experiment like this evaluate the nature of Akashic Records being the storehouse of mine own or anyone's life and memories?  Your proposed experiment only goes to examine the history of an object that you can fix your concentration one.  This is basic clairvoyance and yet, still needs some third part that would know the history of the object to verify the authenticity of the Astral experience.
The use of a physical object as a focal point is suggested as one technique that may be used to aid concentration if it is deemed to be appropriate to the particular inquiry, and is not an essential element of the experiment - I thought I had made this point clear, but perhaps my use of the term "object" was ambiguous - sorry about that. The point is that you may fortify concentration with the aid of a mnemonic device of some kind if it appears that this might be helpful. If you are seeking connection with the akashic record of one of your ancestors for whom you don't have a picture, you might assemble whatever information you have about this person - perhaps name, dates of birth and death, places of birth and burial, etc. - and construct a sigil from this data by the method developed by A. O. Spare. This, too, is but one of many possible approaches. Other techniques that might be incorporated into the experiment might include, for example, invocation of appropriate angelic assistance, or work with spirit guides contacted through a mediumistic process, or various forms of divination. These suggestions are all ways of supporting or supplementing the primary project of concentration on the person or event about which information is being sought.
Searching for objective information for comparison and verification is a separate phase of the experiment. In the case of an ancestor, genealogical and historical research would be indicated.
Here's a breviated Zen story:
A master goes on a long journey; leaving his chela behind for 10 years.  During that time, the chela practices his magick and learns to walk on water.  Upon the master's return, the chela proudly informs the master of his accomplishment and how hard he worked; needing most of the ten years to accomplish this.  He then bids the master to watch him walk from the shore where they are standing out to the distant island in the water.  And the master rebuffs his accomplishment saying, "I could have made it to that island in 10 minutes without any work."  And the chela, surprised, asks him how he could do this.  The master tells him, he simply would've rented a boat and rowed over to the island.
==
In other words, what good is it to validate the skrying of an object by doing historical research?  Why not just start with the historical research?  Would it not be better to spend such effort examining the archetypal contents of the human psyche and producing revelation/apocalypse the brings new and useful information to the human experience?
___
 

I can understand that your Roman Catholic indoctrination may incline you to react negatively to any mention of Jesus, but this is really a distraction from the point I am trying to make here, which is that many people have claimed to receive information in detail from a non-physical source similar to the phenomenon I am referring to in my hypothesis. I could have used other examples, like Oahspe, Urantia, or Percival's "Thinking and Destiny". I am not affirming or denying the "truth" of any of these books; that is a separate question that would involve a study and evaluation of each work individually.
These people make these claims but always give us more of the same...and quite frankly, I think I've overcome my Roman Catholic indoctrination...I left the church in 1975 and haven't been back since.  :-)
___
 

If you wish to cast scorn and ridicule on all instances of channeled information, that is your right, but again you are missing my point. The phenomena of channeling and mediumship include examples of information reportedly received from a non-physical source. What that source is, and how reliable the information is, must be evaluated on a case by case basis... in my opinion. 
All these snake-oil operators have claimed their information comes from a source indeed...it works nicely to generate excitement to sell their wares.  Those in my view, that truly are capable of ascending to the Hekaloth or seven heavens come back with something entirely different.
___
 

And still, I  challenge you or anyone to come back with any ultimately verifiable information on anyone's life...stored in this so-called Akashic Warehouse. 
That is exactly what this experiment is designed for. There is an abundance of anecdotal evidence suggestive of such a possibility, but a shortage of independently verifiable results. Establishment of an experimental protocol recognized by a peer group of independent researchers seems like a logical first step.
First, the problem of looking up information; there's too many people with no information available that such contact, could possibly be informative.  But there's no peer group scheme that could work this.  The metaphysical and psychical research projects that are departments in some institutions of higher learning have shown some limited but verified psychic capacities in some people.  And certainly, our government and others have taken this to defensive experimentation as some psychics have been brilliant at helping the police.  But none of them could function within the grandiose protocol that you have set and none of them claim that they get their information from a specifici source.
___
 

Pulling open a file drawer is not how I would describe it - rather it's more like entering into a real-time fully present silultaneous re-enactment of a moment of some living being's subjective experience, seeing through their eyes, feeling exactly what they felt, knowing what they knew - or catching glimpses of these things. What I am talking about in terms of an experimental protocol is initially just demonstrating that this infosphere or field of shared memory does exist and can be accessed by simply learning to pay attention in a certain manner. Navigating the infoshpere to retrieve specific data is a further and more challenging project. A type of metamemory search engine or angelic aide might be helpful.

This shared memory as Jung describes it, is found in archetypes...such as the natural fear that comes with lightening (perhaps Jung's favorite archetyp...as I found more pictures of lightening in his Archetype Museum in NYC, than any other pic).  But New Agers have distorted this to the idea that this is one big file warehouse...of course, to keep their psychics earning money.  This is one of the many reasons why spirituality and money must remain forever separate.

Well, I don't know if you caught what I was trying to say here, but I do agree with your last point - I have always felt strongly that the gold of spirituality should not be exchanged for the dross of money. 
The shared memory I am talking about is best described, perhaps, as a telepathic phenomenon. It is entering into another's experience and sharing it as if it were your own. This seems to be the nature of the "akashic records". The term "records" is misleading in that this metaphor tends to be taken too literally, as in "pulling open a file drawer". A better metaphor might be to talk about the "infosphere"; as the biosphere encompasses all organic life on Earth, and the atmosphere includes all the gasses that surround Earth, so the "infosphere" is the accumulated experiences of the sentient beings of Earth that are embedded in the Earth's subtle etheric layer.
Telepathic phenomena and other sorts of ESP are interesting, and perhaps will one day point to something evolving within the human race.  Perhaps also, this is emanating from this same archetypal region of consciousness.  Certainly, it provides some empirical evidence for the interconnectedness of our race.  Perhaps also, we can show this for the plants, animals and as well, the Earth herself.
Now, the parameters of any experiment regarding your proposal stating there's no difference between Brahman and Atman would require something yet more than what we already have.
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Hello Paul,
 

Casting a retrospective glance at our recent correspondence, I see that we began discussing the question of the Atman and its identity with or distinction from the Brahman, then we attempted to move from a theoretical to a practical discussion of this question, and then we got sidetracked onto a discussion of the Akashic Records and how their existence might be verified scientifically. 
 

Your last comments on the latter were:
 

___
 

Terms like 'Akashic Records' are but pop nomenclature and also so readily conditioned by the ego-loser mentality that is a part of 99% of the spiritual community today.  The alleged New Age...a term itself that is a couple of centuries old...is nothing more than re-packaged Christianity.  If we can move past all the hype and simply focus on the archetypal level of our awareness, then we begin a foundation for experimentation.  But putting any experience through the rose-colored glasses of such fantasias as 'Akashic Records' can only obfuscate our results.
___
 

 

I have a slightly different attitude than you express here. I use the term "Akashic Records" for convenience, but I do not intend any reference to "pop nomenclature" nor the "New Age" culture. I intend instead to refer to a visionary experience in which information from a non-physical, non-local source can be accessed by the conscious mind. My interest in pursuing this discussion is inspired by the attempt to correlate my own experiences with similar experiences of others. Perhaps I was ill advised to use the term Akashic Records in the first place because of its baggage of cultural associations. The question arose in response to the idea that the memories of one's incarnation might be irretrievably lost after the death or dissolution of the soul, and the contrary idea that no memory can be lost forever because it is lodged in a universal element or dimension, or that consciousness has an extension in a dimension that transcends time. The concept of the Akashic Records is one way of approaching the idea of the permanence of all memories, but we can talk about the same concept in other ways - in terms of the relation of consciousness to time, or of the intelligence that is inherent in nature, or in the language of theology. There is a direct relation of this idea to the Atman/Brahman question, which I have attempted to explore at perhaps excessive length, but perhaps not in exactly the right words needed to ring the magic bell of mutual comprehension. The key essential point I have to offer is this reminder: the labels, symbols and descriptions we use in reference to a mystical experience are not the experience itself. In reacting to the term "Akashic Records" and its "New Age" associations you are deflecting your attention from the essence of the question. Your assertions may be valid (or not), but they are a tangent, a distraction, or a "break" (cf. Liber 333) from the core question of the indelibility of memory. The essential point is that, as I understand it, consciousness itself cannot be created or destroyed - in obedience to the laws of conservation of matter and energy - the form of manifestation may change, but there is no net loss of the primal essence of which the conscious self is an expression - and memories are an integral element of consciousness. The reality of this assertion can be experienced independently by anyone who achieves the state described by Patanjali as Samadhi. This state involves a conscious realization of the universal expression of consciousness while the individual expression is simultaneously maintained. Within this expanded state of consciousness there appears to be the possibility of accessing information from other sources than the incarnate human mind, and there is the implicit assumption that, if one were able to focus one's attention in the proper manner, there is no limit to the information that could be accessed.
 

___
 

Rather, let's take a look at the criteria for qualifying experience in the Astral Plane (where all the work is done).  If you're not aware of Crowley's Notes on the Astral Plane in MITP, you may want to bone up. 
___
 

I am indeed familiar with Appendix III, but, as you suggest, frequent review of these writings is always good advice. 
 

A method of accessing something akin to what I was referring to as the Akashic Records is described in paragraph 16, section a: "There are two opposite methods of exploring the Astral Plane. (a). One may take some actual object in Nature, and analyse it by evoking its astral form, thus bringing it into knowledge and under control by applying the keys of the Qabalah and of Magick..." Note the usage of the term "bringing it into knowledge".
 

___
 

For the application of these criteria, again, you may want to read our notes on our skryings of Liber 231 in the group archives. 
___
 

I have bookmarked  http://www.amhr.org/231.html and http://www.thelemicgnosticism.org/aa/ccxxxi.html and http://home.no.net/karl24/DI/Liber231Diary.htm - and I will be looking at these more closely.
 

___
 

I think if you took to this more aggressively, you'll move past all this theorizing that I think we've covered as articulately as could possibly be done...and at this point, we're just burning a dead horse. 
___
 

This is an example of what I meant by saying that we seem to be mis-communicating or talking past each other to some extent. I am not interested in "theorizing" as an intellectual pursuit as much as I am in attempting to translate what I have learned through mystical experience into comprehensible language, and correlating it with the results of others who have made similar attempts. For me the experience is primary and the theory is secondary. The distinction may be a subtle one, but to me it is important. But your suggestion of taking the personal work "more aggressively" is a good one nevertheless.
 

___
 

To put things more simply, we must first note that these are mystical experiences that involve on the one hand, a host of symbols that present themselves and need to interpreted by the Qabalah. These symbols are evoked from our archetypal awareness; and the only inherent problem after all proper testing and interpretation is done, is to establish that these were not part of our imagination and some wish-fulfillment fantasy.  The Neophyte test in the A.'.A.'. accomplishes precisely this; the Neophyte is given a symbol of which he or she has no prior knowledge and is told to skry this.  What is gleaned from this skrying is compared to the actual meaning of the symbol.  If the two are compatible, then we have an important validation for the astral work and the efficacy of Qabalistic interpretation.
___
 

Can you describe the process by which this skrying may be accomplished? Are there specific exercises that you would recommend by which this skill may be developed? What I am asking for here is not a recapitulation of written sources, but your own experience-tested opinion on what has worked for you.
 

___
 

 ...what good is it to validate the skrying of an object by doing historical research?  Why not just start with the historical research?  Would it not be better to spend such effort examining the archetypal contents of the human psyche and producing revelation/apocalypse the brings new and useful information to the human experience?
___
 

The point of validating astral or clairvoyant findings by objective research is to corroborate the accuracy or legitimacy of the source - essentially the same end that is served by the Neophyte test you have described. 
 

___
 

All these snake-oil operators have claimed their information comes from a source indeed...it works nicely to generate excitement to sell their wares.  Those in my view, that truly are capable of ascending to the Hekaloth or seven heavens come back with something entirely different.
___
 

How is this difference detected? What are its defining characteristics? How do you know you are not falling for another snake-oil operator?
 

___
 

But there's no peer group scheme that could work this.  The metaphysical and psychical research projects that are departments in some institutions of higher learning have shown some limited but verified psychic capacities in some people.  And certainly, our government and others have taken this to defensive experimentation as some psychics have been brilliant at helping the police.  But none of them could function within the grandiose protocol that you have set and none of them claim that they get their information from a specifici source.
___
 

This is why I suggested designing our own experiment. The protocol I suggested was a possible outline for how such an experiment could be set up, not a finished proposal for how it must work. The peer group must be formed by those who agree to undertake the preparatory process in an agreed upon manner.
 

___
 

Now, the parameters of any experiment regarding your proposal stating there's no difference between Brahman and Atman would require something yet more than what we already have.
___
 

Let me try to recapitulate my intent in talking about such an experiment. In my own mystical work I have encountered what appears to be a clear and unequivocal revelation of the universality of consciousness. Repeated experiments have affirmed this. Group work has shown me that this is an experience that can be shared by others and therefore it is probably not merely a symptom of my own mental derangement. This has led me to suspect that the existence of a universal gestalt consciousness may be empirically verifiable. I have chosen the terms Atman and Brahman, borrowed from Vedic philosophy, as the best of the commonly recognized symbol systems by which to refer to the individual and universal aspects of consciousness - but, once again, the experience is primary and the symbols chosen to describe it are secondary. Many alternative symbol systems could be used as well.
 

So, going back to the analogy of a 16th century explorer, I am in the position of having proven to myself that an unexplored continent exists, and I have returned to the mainland and brought other explorers with me who then shared the realization of the reality of the new land. Now, the next step as I see it is to describe the journey precisely enough so that others may independently set sail and confirm for themselves the validity of my discovery.
 

Onward, then....
Fiat Lux
 

Dale R. Gowin
Hi Dale,
93
Casting a retrospective glance at our recent correspondence, I see that we began discussing the question of the Atman and its identity with or distinction from the Brahman, then we attempted to move from a theoretical to a practical discussion of this question, and then we got sidetracked onto a discussion of the Akashic Records and how their existence might be verified scientifically. 

Your last comments on the latter were:
Terms like 'Akashic Records' are but pop nomenclature and also so readily conditioned by the ego-loser mentality that is a part of 99% of the spiritual community today.  The alleged New Age...a term itself that is a couple of centuries old...is nothing more than re-packaged Christianity.  If we can move past all the hype and simply focus on the archetypal level of our awareness, then we begin a foundation for experimentation.  But putting any experience through the rose-colored glasses of such fantasias as 'Akashic Records' can only obfuscate our results.
I have a slightly different attitude than you express here. I use the term "Akashic Records" for convenience, but I do not intend any reference to "pop nomenclature" nor the "New Age" culture. I intend instead to refer to a visionary experience in which information from a non-physical, non-local source can be accessed by the conscious mind. My interest in pursuing this discussion is inspired by the attempt to correlate my own experiences with similar experiences of others. Perhaps I was ill advised to use the term Akashic Records in the first place because of its baggage of cultural associations. The question arose in response to the idea that the memories of one's incarnation might be irretrievably lost after the death or dissolution of the soul, and the contrary idea that no memory can be lost forever because it is lodged in a universal element or dimension, or that consciousness has an extension in a dimension that transcends time. The concept of the Akashic Records is one way of approaching the idea of the permanence of all memories, but we can talk about the same concept in other ways - in terms of the relation of consciousness to time, or of the intelligence that is inherent in nature, or in the language of theology. There is a direct relation of this idea to the Atman/Brahman question, which I have attempted to explore at perhaps excessive length, but perhaps not in exactly the right words needed to ring the magic bell of mutual comprehension. The key essential point I have to offer is this reminder: the labels, symbols and descriptions we use in reference to a mystical experience are not the experience itself. In reacting to the term "Akashic Records" and its "New Age" associations you are deflecting your attention from the essence of the question. Your assertions may be valid (or not), but they are a tangent, a distraction, or a "break" (cf. Liber 333) from the core question of the indelibility of memory. The essential point is that, as I understand it, consciousness itself cannot be created or destroyed - in obedience to the laws of conservation of matter and energy - the form of manifestation may change, but there is no net loss of the primal essence of which the conscious self is an expression - and memories are an integral element of consciousness. The reality of this assertion can be experienced independently by anyone who achieves the state described by Patanjali as Samadhi. This state involves a conscious realization of the universal expression of consciousness while the individual expression is simultaneously maintained. Within this expanded state of consciousness there appears to be the possibility of accessing information from other sources than the incarnate human mind, and there is the implicit assumption that, if one were able to focus one's attention in the proper manner, there is no limit to the information that could be accessed.
To me, this reads as wonderfully poetic and can be quite inspiring for the novice.  But if memory was an article of consciousness available to our entire race, why have none of these mystics who claim universal enlightenment never, ever accessed this knowledge?  The mysteries of history have never been solved and all it would take for one to validate this claim is but for one of these to be uncovered.
The idea of congealing the soul is to ensure the safe traversal of memory from one incarnation of the individual to another, that the individual might then build upon one's previous life's lessons.  Here we have some evidence of this possibility.  I've heard of one particular incident where a young boy exhibited a vast knowledge of stride piano playing and another young boy who visited the grave (located near his present home) of his previous incarnation and presented a knowledge of the life of this now, dead person.
It is easy to say then that memory is imprinted on consciousness; but only on those particles that belong to an individulalized Ruach.  I don't see how I can access the memory of Hitler's last moments or what my now, deceased mother was thinking on January 18, 1971ev.  But perhaps some partial congealing may have happened and those elements that have now transmigrated to a new Ruach may or may not be accessible to the newly incarnated being.  But those fragments may have become unreadable (sotospeak) as their connecting fragments may yet, be a part of a different incarnating Ruach; subsequent to the dispersion of my mother's decaying carcass...some caught in the winds sotospeak...and picked up by some newly incarnating soul.
The experiment here, is yet beyond my Grade as it would entail the work of the Major Adept (6=5) whose job it is to uncover past lives.  And Crowley is not necessarily the authority on this as he admits in his writings, that his work here, uncovered some affinities for certain characters of the past and after the claim, he gives us no concrete assertions that would verify that indeed in the past, he actually was one of these people (whether that be Edward Kelly or Eliphas Levi).
___
 

To put things more simply, we must first note that these are mystical experiences that involve on the one hand, a host of symbols that present themselves and need to interpreted by the Qabalah. These symbols are evoked from our archetypal awareness; and the only inherent problem after all proper testing and interpretation is done, is to establish that these were not part of our imagination and some wish-fulfillment fantasy.  The Neophyte test in the A.'.A.'. accomplishes precisely this; the Neophyte is given a symbol of which he or she has no prior knowledge and is told to skry this.  What is gleaned from this skrying is compared to the actual meaning of the symbol.  If the two are compatible, then we have an important validation for the astral work and the efficacy of Qabalistic interpretation.
Can you describe the process by which this skrying may be accomplished? Are there specific exercises that you would recommend by which this skill may be developed? What I am asking for here is not a recapitulation of written sources, but your own experience-tested opinion on what has worked for you.
This is simple enough...if you but read through even one of the 231 experiments (by others on this list as well as myself), you'll find that a symbol was taken from Liber 231 and skryed.  After the ceremonial banishings, et al, the skryer visualized the symbol and either walked through it or put it on a door that the skryer then walked through.  Per A.'.A.'. instruction, the skryer was already prepared for this work by building in the visualizing mind, an astral temple with certain exercises, such as learning to see the back of one's head, et al.
From that point, we note consistently that the vision then begins to write itself with sometimes dramatic experiences for the individual.  The spiritual entities that are met with, are tested by Qabalistic technique to verify their identity and imposter spirits or meddling and/or malevolent spirits are weeded out.  From this point, certain knowledge, usually of a personal value is meted out.  As a matter of fact, you may find in some of the comments from me or others that when a skryer comes upon more universally appealing knowledge, the criticism comes that this is false information as it is something that could've easily been read in a book.
___
 

All these snake-oil operators have claimed their information comes from a source indeed...it works nicely to generate excitement to sell their wares.  Those in my view, that truly are capable of ascending to the Hekaloth or seven heavens come back with something entirely different.
How is this difference detected? What are its defining characteristics? How do you know you are not falling for another snake-oil operator?
If you read carefully, my several articles on the Starry Gnosis, you'll find dramatic comparisons with the star map and Liber 418; compare these to other apocalypses, such as the Revelation of John, the Book of Daniel, Genesis and other integral apocalypses in both pseudpegriphical and apocryphical lore (for a list of these apocalypses, see the curriculum page of teh GCL).  Indeed it seems, the Starry Gnosis is the key to all of this and the Western Mystery Tradition has laid this foundation down quite solidly; enough for Dee&Kelly as well (precedents of Crowley).
Per Dee&Kelly, Liber Loagaeth remains untranslated (except for my rendering of the First Leaf 1A) and seems to contain a vast volume of possible genius.
___
 

Now, the parameters of any experiment regarding your proposal stating there's no difference between Brahman and Atman would require something yet more than what we already have.
Let me try to recapitulate my intent in talking about such an experiment. In my own mystical work I have encountered what appears to be a clear and unequivocal revelation of the universality of consciousness. Repeated experiments have affirmed this. Group work has shown me that this is an experience that can be shared by others and therefore it is probably not merely a symptom of my own mental derangement. This has led me to suspect that the existence of a universal gestalt consciousness may be empirically verifiable. I have chosen the terms Atman and Brahman, borrowed from Vedic philosophy, as the best of the commonly recognized symbol systems by which to refer to the individual and universal aspects of consciousness - but, once again, the experience is primary and the symbols chosen to describe it are secondary. Many alternative symbol systems could be used as well.
So, going back to the analogy of a 16th century explorer, I am in the position of having proven to myself that an unexplored continent exists, and I have returned to the mainland and brought other explorers with me who then shared the realization of the reality of the new land. Now, the next step as I see it is to describe the journey precisely enough so that others may independently set sail and confirm for themselves the validity of my discovery.
The problem here, as Crowley writes quite aptly in MITP, is that those that have gone to this "continent" have come back, each with contradictory views on what they experienced there.  But we are not looking in this experiment to validate Universal Consciousness...we wouldn't be traversing the Western Mystery Tradition if each of us didn't already have some glimpse of this.  We are trying to prove or disprove your original assertion; there is no difference between Atman and Brahman.
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Hello Paul,
 

Candidly speaking, I have been surprised that, after the depth of expression we have indulged in during our recent correspondence, you still don't seem to "get it" in terms of grasping what appear to me as certain self-evident truths. I sometimes suspect that you really do know what I'm talking about and have all along, but that you are keeping a few cards up your sleeve. Or maybe the problem is that despite my best efforts I am not expressing myself clearly enough to convey an accurate sense of the visionary orientation I am referring to by the equation Atman = Brahman. Not surprising - since this exercise of expressing the ineffable in words is technically impossible. But why should I let that discourage me?

 

During this recent pause in letter writing I have been doing some introspective evaluation to see whether or not I really do know what I'm talking about. It turns out that, yes, I really do think I'm onto something with this Atman = Brahman idea. But just because I'm right, that does not necessarily make you wrong - more likely both of our conceptions are admixtures of truth and error which must be sorted out by each of us as we undergo the ordeals of initiation according to our individual karma/dharma equations.

 

 

Let's cut directly to the bottom line of your most recent epistle:
 

___
 

But we are not looking in this experiment to validate Universal Consciousness...we wouldn't be traversing the Western Mystery Tradition if each of us didn't already have some glimpse of this.  We are trying to prove or disprove your original assertion; there is no difference between Atman and Brahman.
___
 

 

There it is. These glimpses of universal consciousness occur when we happen to look in a certain direction, or pay attention in a certain manner, and notice what has really been right there all along - but we are conditioned from infancy not to look in that direction, and this conditioned resistance usually keeps us from being aware of that aspect of our individual consciousness which is identical with the universal consciousness.
 

So, it would seem that you view the question in terms of what terminology would be most appropriate to use to refer to the phenomenon of universal consciousness, rather than whether such universal consciousness exists. If it exists, I would say, it may use any combination of words and images to refer to itself. The essential point is that, as I have said, "consciousness is consciousness", whether it is considered in its individual manifestation as you and I, or in its universal manifestation as that element that you and I (and all sentient beings) have in common. The nature of consciousness is exactly what it is in both states. This statement is not based on theory or speculation, but on observation. We can at any time choose to focus our attention on that common or universal element within us, and experience its nature intimately and immediately - if we can overcome the psychological resistance fnord that tries to keep us from it.
 

If we take as given that universal consciousness (Brahman) exists, the sole remaining question is whether or not there is "no difference" between it and individual consciousness (Atman). That is, whether (a) the qualities of the counscious essence of Atman are identical with the qualities of the counscious essence of Brahman, and also (b) Atman and Brahman are not essentially two phenomena, but two aspects of one phenomenon.
 

Let me select an item from the centre of pestilence collection that may be relevant here: AL I,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." Crowley comments on this verse: "This question of making 'no difference' as ordained is to regard the whole of the non-Ego or universe apparently external to the Self as a single phenomenon; Samadhi on any one thing becomes therefore Samadhi on The Whole." (Please note Crowley's usage of the word "apparently" - he was one who chose his words carefully.)  
 

It is possible to view the infinite (Brahman) and the individual (Atman) as having "no difference", which is linked with an experience of ecstasy ("the joy of dissolution"); and it is also possible to view them as differrent, which is associated with "hurt" ("the pain of division"). This "hurt" is also the "sorrow" of Samsara, which is the curse of restriction and the "state of manyhood bound & loathing" (AL I, 41-42) . The doctrine of Atman = Brahman reflects the "no difference" vision in which all opposites are seen as united. 
 

The "proof" we are looking for clearly lies within the experience called Samadhi (which is of course referred to by many other terms in different traditions, so that the word itself is not the important thing, but rather the experience it describes). This is why I attempted to begin the "practical side" discussion with an examination of the steps that are necessary to achieve this experience, through Patanjali's eight limbs of yoga. In the mystical traditions of the old aeon, Samadhi was regarded as a final attainment, a culmnination of the spiritual path; but a new aeon perspective seems to point to Samadhi as the beginning rather than the end, the basic prerequisite for any experiment in the field of scientific illuminism, as a knowledge of the periodic table is a prerequisite for experiments in chemistry. This Samadhi, sometimes called "subject-less/object-less consciousness", seems to be a state of consciousness in which the element within our individual self that is linked to or united with the universal self becomes evident or is revealed. This leads to a balancing of the two domains as equally valid aspects of one's essential selfhood.
 

 

 

Backtracking to your other comments...
 

___
 

To me, this reads as wonderfully poetic and can be quite inspiring for the novice.  But if memory was an article of consciousness available to our entire race, why have none of these mystics who claim universal enlightenment never, ever accessed this knowledge?  The mysteries of history have never been solved and all it would take for one to validate this claim is but for one of these to be uncovered.
___
 

 

I gave you a list of authors who claim to have accessed this knowledge. There are many more. They all need to be evaluated individually. But searching for a certain historical fact seems to be missing the point. The idea is that the vibrations caused by our presence in the world cause change in the subtle matter that is the matrix of existence, and these vibration patterns persist through time. I asked a local adept for his views about this matter and he related an experience of standing on a hill in Syracuse and looking over a neighborhood that was a wooded valley a hundred years ago. There was a glimpse - a moment of lucidity - in which he saw the valley as it was in the 1820s superimposed over, or unlderlying, the contemporary neighborhood. As soon as he mentioned this experience I recalled having similar flashes. I think in these flashes or glimpses we are tapping into the akashic records. I suspect that it's actually a common experience, but, like telepathy, we are conditioned to block it out of our awareness. Sometimes you will step into a house and suddenly catch a feeling connected with a previous inhabitant. Another kind of flash happens sometimes with birds and other wild animals, where you happen to make full eye contact with them for a split second, and suddenly you know their life as it feels to them from the inside, all that has happened since they drew their first breath revealed as an open book. To the untrained mind these glimpses are abberations, scarcely noticed; but a mind trained in clairvoyance may be able to latch onto such an opening and explore it in depth.
 

 

___
 

The idea of congealing the soul is to ensure the safe traversal of memory from one incarnation of the individual to another, that the individual might then build upon one's previous life's lessons.  Here we have some evidence of this possibility.  I've heard of one particular incident where a young boy exhibited a vast knowledge of stride piano playing and another young boy who visited the grave (located near his present home) of his previous incarnation and presented a knowledge of the life of this now, dead person.
___
 

There is a large body of well documented research on reincarnation memories. A good source is the University of Virginia Division of Perceptual Studies, particularly the work of Dr. Ian Stevenson and his colleagues. http://www.healthsystem.virginia.edu/internet/personalitystudies/home.cfm  However I am not convinced that there is a clear division between this type of memory and what I have referred to as "akashic" memory - they may be two classes of the same type of phenomenon. This goes back to the question of whether memories are an attribute of the ruach solely, or of the spirit of which the ruach is a vehicle. Materialists of course believe that memories reside only in the physical brain. I suspect that memory is an attribute of consciousness itself which cannot be created or destroyed. The fact that we can't remember certain things whenever we wish is a result of our inability to focus our conscious attention sufficiently to bring the desired memory into the spotlight of immediate awareness. After a lifetime of practice in developing conscious control of the attention, an incarnating entity can perhaps access memories across lifetimes more efficiently than one who has spent a lifetime in idleness and folly, and weave them more tightly into the newly forming soul-vehicle. "Congealing the ruach" might be one way of describing this, but I suspect that you may be taking it too literally. I think it might be more accurate to say that a new ruach is formed for the purpose of incarnation, and in the average case it is formed unconsciously as a result of primitive psychic forces, but that the adept may be able to take conscious control of the process to some degree and mold the new "soul" more deliberately, using a pre-designed template.
 

 

 

 

 

___
 

The experiment here, is yet beyond my Grade as it would entail the work of the Major Adept (6=5) whose job it is to uncover past lives.  And Crowley is not necessarily the authority on this as he admits in his writings, that his work here, uncovered some affinities for certain characters of the past and after the claim, he gives us no concrete assertions that would verify that indeed in the past, he actually was one of these people (whether that be Edward Kelly or Eliphas Levi).
___

 

 

From "Magic Without Tears": "What do I mean when I say that I think I was Eliphaz Levi?  No more than that I possess some of his most essential characteristics, and that some of the incidents in his life are remembered by me as my own." Crowley was saying that something in his present self resonated with something in the life of Levi, and there was a link between them which manifested as a sense of identity. Whether he "was" Levi or whether he merely shared Levi's memories and characteristics is unknown - and is perhaps a meaningless question, if in fact Atman = Brahman as I've been suggesting. There was a connection of an intimate conscious nature across time between Levi and Crowley which can be described in various ways. What is important is the nature of that experience rather than the metaphysical explanations that can be derived from it.
 

 

 

 

 

___
 

...a symbol was taken from Liber 231 and skryed.  After the ceremonial banishings, et al, the skryer visualized the symbol and either walked through it or put it on a door that the skryer then walked through.  Per A.'.A.'. instruction, the skryer was already prepared for this work by building in the visualizing mind, an astral temple with certain exercises, such as learning to see the back of one's head, et al.
___
 

 

Seeing the back of one's head... very interesting. This is the kind of practical suggestion I've been looking for. I have had an experience of hearing the sound of my breath as if it comes from just behind my head, then flipping around and staring myself in the face. But this is an elusive trick to try to replicate.
 

The kind of scrying utilized in your 231 experiments appears to be of the same order as the investigation of the akashic records that I was attempting to describe. 
 

 

Onward...
Fiat Lux
 Dale
Hi Dale,
93
Candidly speaking, I have been surprised that, after the depth of expression we have indulged in during our recent correspondence, you still don't seem to "get it" in terms of grasping what appear to me as certain self-evident truths. 

This is the essential problem for the Neophyte...he or she mistakes one's own personal Sun for the actual Sun that we all see in the sky.  A small part of what I've been saying is that my perspective is different from yours...and that I don't see what you see.
 

I sometimes suspect that you really do know what I'm talking about and have all along, but that you are keeping a few cards up your sleeve. 

You have facilitated in bringing to me a greater clarity in my own thinking on the subject; and yet again, that's all this is...intellection.  It is certainly enjoyable, but neither you nor I can even speak authoritatively on the subject.  So for all your certainty, this is gained from books and hearsay...we simply cannot address what might be beyond the abyss by any other means.
But if you are seeking some form of consensus with me in our exploration of this idea (and that's all it can be to us), I'm not sure I can give it.  There really is a difference in perspective between us, which should be enriching.
 

Or maybe the problem is that despite my best efforts I am not expressing myself clearly enough to convey an accurate sense of the visionary orientation I am referring to by the equation Atman = Brahman. Not surprising - since this exercise of expressing the ineffable in words is technically impossible. But why should I let that discourage me?

It should not be a matter of encouragement, nor discouragement.  It simply should not be addressed at all; there's enough to do with NOW...unless of course, the intellectual discourse is enjoyable.  This it has been.  I am reminded of a passage from Liber LXV:I.56:
And Adonai said: The strong brown reaper swept his swathe and rejoiced. The wise man counted his muscles, and pondered, and understood not, and was sad. Reap thou, and rejoice! 
During this recent pause in letter writing I have been doing some introspective evaluation to see whether or not I really do know what I'm talking about. It turns out that, yes, I really do think I'm onto something with this Atman = Brahman idea. But just because I'm right, that does not necessarily make you wrong - more likely both of our conceptions are admixtures of truth and error which must be sorted out by each of us as we undergo the ordeals of initiation according to our individual karma/dharma equations.

And again from Liber LXV:I.52:
And He answered him: Not as thou canst see. It is certain that every letter of this cipher hath some value; but who shall determine the value? For it varieth ever, according to the subtlety of Him that made it. 
You see, if we are each gods and already omnipotent, omniscient and omnipresent, who am I to butt in on your truth?...or you mine?  Of course, we must be careful of solipsism; but we each have a different perspective or a different set of coordinates in the Universe, by which to view the Universe.  And we each have a different way to evaluate and analyze what we perceive; holding different points to a higher or lower degree of importance.
 

Let's cut directly to the bottom line of your most recent epistle:
But we are not looking in this experiment to validate Universal Consciousness...we wouldn't be traversing the Western Mystery Tradition if each of us didn't already have some glimpse of this.  We are trying to prove or disprove your original assertion; there is no difference between Atman and Brahman.
There it is. These glimpses of universal consciousness occur when we happen to look in a certain direction, or pay attention in a certain manner, and notice what has really been right there all along - but we are conditioned from infancy not to look in that direction, and this conditioned resistance usually keeps us from being aware of that aspect of our individual consciousness which is identical with the universal consciousness.
But I don't share this at all.  In my glimpses, I have observed still that which is 'I' and that which is 'Not-I' and I have marvelled at the interplay.  From this I came to see the efficacy of certain Magicks that produce a broadening of perspective in my minute-to-minute existence.  This has allowed me a certain enhancement of functionality in my connection with each moment.  The automatic consciousness that is addressed as part of the Zelator Task of the A.'.A.'. readily comes to mind as one of the effects of the work.
 

If we take as given that universal consciousness (Brahman) exists, the sole remaining question is whether or not there is "no difference" between it and individual consciousness (Atman). That is, whether (a) the qualities of the counscious essence of Atman are identical with the qualities of the counscious essence of Brahman, and also (b) Atman and Brahman are not essentially two phenomena, but two aspects of one phenomenon.
Let me select an item from the centre of pestilence collection that may be relevant here: AL I,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." Crowley comments on this verse: "This question of making 'no difference' as ordained is to regard the whole of the non-Ego or universe apparently external to the Self as a single phenomenon; Samadhi on any one thing becomes therefore Samadhi on The Whole." (Please note Crowley's usage of the word "apparently" - he was one who chose his words carefully.)  
It is possible to view the infinite (Brahman) and the individual (Atman) as having "no difference", which is linked with an experience of ecstasy ("the joy of dissolution"); and it is also possible to view them as differrent, which is associated with "hurt" ("the pain of division"). This "hurt" is also the "sorrow" of Samsara, which is the curse of restriction and the "state of manyhood bound & loathing" (AL I, 41-42) . The doctrine of Atman = Brahman reflects the "no difference" vision in which all opposites are seen as united. 
Of course, we see in Thelemic Doctrine that Hadit and Nuit are 2 different ideas that either--and/or annihilate to NOT (2=0) or to a third essence that is called the Magickal Childe.  Some technical instruction on this is available in the GCL Breviary (cf. the Formula of ON).  So your perspective seems to be at odds here.
 

The "proof" we are looking for clearly lies within the experience called Samadhi (which is of course referred to by many other terms in different traditions, so that the word itself is not the important thing, but rather the experience it describes). This is why I attempted to begin the "practical side" discussion with an examination of the steps that are necessary to achieve this experience, through Patanjali's eight limbs of yoga. In the mystical traditions of the old aeon, Samadhi was regarded as a final attainment, a culmnination of the spiritual path; but a new aeon perspective seems to point to Samadhi as the beginning rather than the end, the basic prerequisite for any experiment in the field of scientific illuminism, as a knowledge of the periodic table is a prerequisite for experiments in chemistry. This Samadhi, sometimes called "subject-less/object-less consciousness", seems to be a state of consciousness in which the element within our individual self that is linked to or united with the universal self becomes evident or is revealed. This leads to a balancing of the two domains as equally valid aspects of one's essential selfhood.
But yet, you do not claim the Grade to speak so authoritatively here...or do you?  And how come there are so many different branches of Hinduism that differ on the subject?  Who are we to believe?  Crowley?  You?  Some other?  I say, believe no one and humbly contemplate from the standpoint that your own awareness brings to you...and that there really is no time to contemplate beyond that as you should be busy enough 'examining yourself.'
In my earlier development, I had such certainties as you now have...and I no longer carry those.  I have come to see how very different the perspectives are with so many and am not so pompous as to see myself as carrying the one correct answer to it all.  I may carry my convictions and engage in intellectual dialogues and debates with strong assertions; but that is to enjoy the NOW with the intellectual play that I sometimes enjoy.
 

Backtracking to your other comments...
To me, this reads as wonderfully poetic and can be quite inspiring for the novice.  But if memory was an article of consciousness available to our entire race, why have none of these mystics who claim universal enlightenment never, ever accessed this knowledge?  The mysteries of history have never been solved and all it would take for one to validate this claim is but for one of these to be uncovered.
I gave you a list of authors who claim to have accessed this knowledge. 
Yes, one in which I believe I've effectively debunked each and every itemized name.
There are many more. They all need to be evaluated individually. 
And I daresay most if not all would ultimately fall under my knife.
But searching for a certain historical fact seems to be missing the point. The idea is that the vibrations caused by our presence in the world cause change in the subtle matter that is the matrix of existence, and these vibration patterns persist through time. I asked a local adept for his views about this matter and he related an experience of standing on a hill in Syracuse and looking over a neighborhood that was a wooded valley a hundred years ago. There was a glimpse - a moment of lucidity - in which he saw the valley as it was in the 1820s superimposed over, or unlderlying, the contemporary neighborhood. As soon as he mentioned this experience I recalled having similar flashes. I think in these flashes or glimpses we are tapping into the akashic records. I suspect that it's actually a common experience, but, like telepathy, we are conditioned to block it out of our awareness. Sometimes you will step into a house and suddenly catch a feeling connected with a previous inhabitant. Another kind of flash happens sometimes with birds and other wild animals, where you happen to make full eye contact with them for a split second, and suddenly you know their life as it feels to them from the inside, all that has happened since they drew their first breath revealed as an open book. To the untrained mind these glimpses are abberations, scarcely noticed; but a mind trained in clairvoyance may be able to latch onto such an opening and explore it in depth.
Of course, here, there is no way to validate or verify any of this.  But I do understand your point and posit that these may be possibly real and qualitative experiences.  Still, this is a far cry from the way the term 'Akashic Records' is employed today.
___
 

The idea of congealing the soul is to ensure the safe traversal of memory from one incarnation of the individual to another, that the individual might then build upon one's previous life's lessons.  Here we have some evidence of this possibility.  I've heard of one particular incident where a young boy exhibited a vast knowledge of stride piano playing and another young boy who visited the grave (located near his present home) of his previous incarnation and presented a knowledge of the life of this now, dead person.
There is a large body of well documented research on reincarnation memories. A good source is the University of Virginia Division of Perceptual Studies, particularly the work of Dr. Ian Stevenson and his colleagues. http://www.healthsystem.virginia.edu/internet/personalitystudies/home.cfm  However I am not convinced that there is a clear division between this type of memory and what I have referred to as "akashic" memory - they may be two classes of the same type of phenomenon. This goes back to the question of whether memories are an attribute of the ruach solely, or of the spirit of which the ruach is a vehicle. 
This is a fascinating question.  My tentative answer is that these memories are contained in the Ruach, which is why most of them become lost in a new incarnation...as the old soul dispersed in the original death, so only a fragment or fragments of that old soul have become loosely connected with the new soul.  This seems to explain why these memories become lost as these children grow older...and why most don't have such memories to begin with.
Materialists of course believe that memories reside only in the physical brain. 
Actually, this is not so.  I have been doing quite a bit of research on the physics of consciousness and find that most physicists are beginning to contemplate the idea of a soul as aethyic particles that though partially disconnected from the body, move the neurons that move to the patterns of behavior by which memories are stored and retrieved.  They are beginning to note that the physical brian is a secondary device.   I hope to complete this research and publish my findings shortly after the A.'.A.'. moves once again into a Period of Speech.
I suspect that memory is an attribute of consciousness itself which cannot be created or destroyed. The fact that we can't remember certain things whenever we wish is a result of our inability to focus our conscious attention sufficiently to bring the desired memory into the spotlight of immediate awareness. After a lifetime of practice in developing conscious control of the attention, an incarnating entity can perhaps access memories across lifetimes more efficiently than one who has spent a lifetime in idleness and folly, and weave them more tightly into the newly forming soul-vehicle. "Congealing the ruach" might be one way of describing this, but I suspect that you may be taking it too literally. I think it might be more accurate to say that a new ruach is formed for the purpose of incarnation, and in the average case it is formed unconsciously as a result of primitive psychic forces, but that the adept may be able to take conscious control of the process to some degree and mold the new "soul" more deliberately, using a pre-designed template.
Again, our perspectives are radically different.
___
 

The experiment here, is yet beyond my Grade as it would entail the work of the Major Adept (6=5) whose job it is to uncover past lives.  And Crowley is not necessarily the authority on this as he admits in his writings, that his work here, uncovered some affinities for certain characters of the past and after the claim, he gives us no concrete assertions that would verify that indeed in the past, he actually was one of these people (whether that be Edward Kelly or Eliphas Levi).
From "Magic Without Tears": "What do I mean when I say that I think I was Eliphaz Levi?  No more than that I possess some of his most essential characteristics, and that some of the incidents in his life are remembered by me as my own." Crowley was saying that something in his present self resonated with something in the life of Levi, and there was a link between them which manifested as a sense of identity. Whether he "was" Levi or whether he merely shared Levi's memories and characteristics is unknown - and is perhaps a meaningless question, if in fact Atman = Brahman as I've been suggesting. There was a connection of an intimate conscious nature across time between Levi and Crowley which can be described in various ways. What is important is the nature of that experience rather than the metaphysical explanations that can be derived from it.
From what I see you saying, if there is no difference between Atman and Brahman, we can each claim to be Levi in a previous incarnation...after all, there is no difference.  This is why the assertion does not resonate with me...the Universe gets reduced to one big solipsistic event...and we are back to nihilism as 'the way'.
___
 

...a symbol was taken from Liber 231 and skryed.  After the ceremonial banishings, et al, the skryer visualized the symbol and either walked through it or put it on a door that the skryer then walked through.  Per A.'.A.'. instruction, the skryer was already prepared for this work by building in the visualizing mind, an astral temple with certain exercises, such as learning to see the back of one's head, et al.
Seeing the back of one's head... very interesting. This is the kind of practical suggestion I've been looking for. I have had an experience of hearing the sound of my breath as if it comes from just behind my head, then flipping around and staring myself in the face. But this is an elusive trick to try to replicate.
The kind of scrying utilized in your 231 experiments appears to be of the same order as the investigation of the akashic records that I was attempting to describe. 
And yet there seems to be some qualitative differences from what you describe.  Why don't you take some time to read through some of the postings?
:-)
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Hi Paul,
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I´ve been following the latests discussions with Dale.  Very interesting stuff.  I myself am attempting to work out the details concerning the relationship between the Ruach and the ether for myself.

 

I agree that we need the Ruach for memory, that is for an incarnated ego to perform the task of memory, but I suspect that the experience of remembering may depend on the Ruachs ability to interact with the endless impressions in the ether in such a way that some impressions in the ether may resonate with the Ruach´s expereince as a separate entity (i.e. my memory) while other impressions do not.  

 

I agree that memory depends on the Ruach other wise we would just be one self living simultaneous lives.  Of course from the view of pure spirit this would be so, but we are not just pure spirit.  I suspect that every person has a spirit or an archetype that is unique yet one with the universal ether.  This archetype may be the pure will itself, the un-manifest essence of all that one ever was and shall be.  But this can only manifest as a concrete experience through an individual Ruach given substance by a material body.  

 

The individual spirit archetype would be the star, and the nothingness with twinkles would be the universal mercury in which all stars are both one and many since they are joined by their light rays.  

 

Well just some thoughts.  Of course your imput on this will be helpful.  
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AKASHA and the AKASHIC RECORD 
by A. Norman Rooke

 

From a lecture delivered at a public meeting of the Theosophical Society in Melbourne, Australia


Internet source: http://www.theosophydownunder.org/library/theosophical-lectures/akasha-and-the-akashic-record-by-a-norman-rooke/


To begin with, it starts with Mula Prakriti, the root of nature, or Amula Mula, the rootless root. The Sanskrit root of the word is ‘Akas’; to be bright, light, suggestive of luminosity/radiation – the latter because this spirit material is too refined for our present stage of evolutionary development. It is the reflection of the unknowable which is the first fundamental posed by HPB in her Secret Doctrine, Vol. 1, in the ‘Proem’. It is not light as we would see it in this room; it is not subject to any breaking down or decay; it is very primal, the first stage of Brahma in the cosmic sense; it is the beginning, the father-mother, bipolar aspects of material as it begins to develop into the evolutionary cycle. It is absolutely everywhere, the vehicle (Sanskrit: Upadhi), the carrier in this sense of the Divine thought. It permeates the levels higher than the physical; our bodies, the air, the world, throughout larger formations, planetary systems, solar systems, galaxies, throughout billions of galaxies, throughout space and the spaces of space, and into the inner spheres. So it is tenuous in the extreme. It is also what the ancients used to refer to as the aether; scientists refer to it as ether, out in the place they don’t quite know where, a force or capacity to build universes. 
So Akasa or Akasic record is the record of the building of the Universe and of all that it contains in every plane. The Akasa itself is eternal and persists right through the Manvantara to the Maha Kalpa, the huge period of 311 trillion and 50 billion years, and the Pralaya which is an equal period of time and inactivity; it does not have an evolutionary period in its existence. So we have it as the virtual alpha and omega of being, and referred to by various names such as universal soul, and in references to the spaces of space as the sunyata, the ‘void’, and the (Greek) opposite term, the ‘pleuroma’ or fullness. Once again it is two opposites, in order to express the idea that the whole of the manifest Universe is really basically Akasic light, that is, light as radiation or the essence or sources of power which expresses itself by streams of energy, a radiating throughout the Universe. 

In the solar Universe we have the Sun as a visible object which is really a chimera, a visible evidence of the heart of the sun, behind which is the Rajah Sun. This follows the teaching that evolutionary forces come from inner expressions of an energy, all coming from the expression of the Divine thought.

Since it permeates everything it is a carrier. It puts me in mind of the story recorded of theosophical founder H. P. Blavatsky who reputably drew in the sound of an orchestra playing on the other side of Paris into the room where she had met with a group of seekers after phenomena. The story doesn’t say it, but perhaps the medium through which it came was her control of natural phenomena which included the Akasic record upon which the music was being impressed, as upon the lower realms of the astral light, and she was bringing it in as on a carrier wave. 

However, we are certainly not here to gain such powers as these. The Akasa permeates all the planes of the Universe through which we manifest: Mental, Buddhic, and Atmic. It exists forever. Under another term it is ‘swabhava’, the reservoir of being, which does not manifest in itself; it does not need to change. We work towards this by expressing our swabhava and growing towards a conscious understanding of that.  

The Akasa is the fifth cosmic principle, going up from the lower to the Upper, and is basically Cosmic Mind stuff. It is the carrier, that holds the Universe together from what it is actually built. Hence, due to its interpermeability, when one picks up thoughts from other people, it is from the Akasa, because the smallest action is impressed on the Akasic light which is in the lowest realms of the Astral light. This latter contains the records, and the Linga Sarira or Astral body is the model body which is the imprint or model in the Astral light upon which we are formed. Thus we have our higher aspects which affect the higher degrees of the Akasic record. Therefore, if the Akasa is impressed with everything that is said and done by us, in the speaker’s view this would equate the Akasa with Karma or Karman itself, the harmonic adjuster. 

Scientists historically have called the fullness or emptiness of space the aether. This is a crude term for the source of power of all kinds throughout the Universe. It has various aspects such as magnetism, heat, light, electricity, sound, music; all expressed through radiation which is in turn elemental force, and the basis upon which the Universe it built. We are all little Universes, and are built of this basic material. In its higher ranges it is spirit matter which is indissoluble (Sanskrit alaya: “a, negative of, + lee, the root of the verb “to dissolve”, therefore meaning not dissolvable). It is equated with a conscious realisation of the oneness of everything, and this is the object of all manifestation, or evolution, or involution if one is consciously working towards one’s inner self. 

In H. P. Blavatsky’s book, Isis Unveiled, p.144, Akasa is described as Will. This would be the Divine will being impressed in manifestation. If we as individuals are capable of consciously directing this power within ourselves, and are driving at becoming consciously at one with the Universe and to work harmoniously with Nature, Prakrat, and, speaking here of Akasa which is Mula Prakrati or the Root of Nature, you are using Akasa in your own body and own light, and it is the Will being expressed down to the individual.

To finish up, it is all obviously connected with auras. A more modern development is Kirilian photography of the radiation from living bodies and apparently inert bodies. The teachings say that all matter is organic and alive in some form or another. This would be one of the best evidences that we have that the basic statement is correct, since there is energy in a dead leaf or stone, things we would normally take to be inert.   
Hi Dale,
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Thanks for this...I can offer some limited commentary on the essay:
 

AKASHA and the AKASHIC RECORD 
by A. Norman Rooke

 

From a lecture delivered at a public meeting of the Theosophical Society in Melbourne, Australia


Internet source: http://www.theosophydownunder.org/library/theosophical-lectures/akasha-and-the-akashic-record-by-a-norman-rooke/


To begin with, it starts with Mula Prakriti, the root of nature, or Amula Mula, the rootless root. The Sanskrit root of the word is ‘Akas’; to be bright, light, suggestive of luminosity/radiation – the latter because this spirit material is too refined for our present stage of evolutionary development. 
I'm not sure that I follow what he's saying here.  Is it that apprehending the Aethyr is impossible due to our present evolutionary stage of development?  This is an ubsurdity.  cf. my article: Scientific Proof for Levi's Aethyr.  What I might find a bit banal is that it seems the author is yet again, presenting the Christist archetype of helplessness (needing God to fix our lives), which is why the "material" is "too refined" or 'too good' for us.  He seems to be trying to affix the Aethyr as something that is beyond nature in accord with the superstition of the Christist religions and their god that is beyond nature.
It is the reflection of the unknowable which is the first fundamental posed by HPB in her Secret Doctrine, Vol. 1, in the ‘Proem’. 
HPB refers to this as the 'Logos' of the Gnostics.  And in my own readings (found in our group archives under 'Theosophical Discussions') I've come to see that she is correctly rendering the Aur (Light or L.V.X.) of the Ain Soph Aur.  Referring back to my article on the subject, "The Aethyr is then not matter at all, at least as we know it.  Rather, as Crowley asserts, it is a menstruum or energy source that he even produces inertia so that if one is acting in accord with one’s ‘True Will,’ one has the inertia of the Universe as an energetic support.  And if energy is not matter, we can then demonstrate that the Ruach, which contains Geburah and Tiphareth, is not manifest, indeed, there is no manifestation until we reach Malkuth.  This pre-manifest state it would seem, is somehow intimately connected with energy.  And note that as energy is connected with light, we have Tiphareth, the Sun, in the Ruach....Light remains the central mystery of it all, whether that be the Western Mystery Tradition or Western science.  As stated previously, it may belong to that domain that we could term a fifth dimension and where gravity also seems to emanate from.  As Dr. Asden relates below, light seems to be a by-product or at least may utilize a vehicle that is a by-product of the interchange between matter and the Aethyr; between that which is manifest and that which is pre-manifest.  This vehicle may be a photon, which is of course, a Boson or part of the energy family of particles."
It is not light as we would see it in this room; it is not subject to any breaking down or decay; it is very primal, the first stage of Brahma in the cosmic sense; it is the beginning, the father-mother, bipolar aspects of material as it begins to develop into the evolutionary cycle. 
I disagree...it is light as we would see it and as well, other forms of light that are only available to initiates.
It is absolutely everywhere, the vehicle (Sanskrit: Upadhi), the carrier in this sense of the Divine thought. It permeates the levels higher than the physical; our bodies, the air, the world, throughout larger formations, planetary systems, solar systems, galaxies, throughout billions of galaxies, throughout space and the spaces of space, and into the inner spheres. So it is tenuous in the extreme. It is also what the ancients used to refer to as the aether; scientists refer to it as ether, out in the place they don’t quite know where, a force or capacity to build universes. 
Per my article, and possibly connected to the Graviton, rather than building universes, this light is preserving or holding universes together.  This would be consistent with the sumbolism surrounding Vishnu and Krsna...the Hindu equivalent of the Logos.
So Akasa or Akasic record is the record of the building of the Universe and of all that it contains in every plane. The Akasa itself is eternal and persists right through the Manvantara to the Maha Kalpa, the huge period of 311 trillion and 50 billion years, and the Pralaya which is an equal period of time and inactivity; it does not have an evolutionary period in its existence. So we have it as the virtual alpha and omega of being, and referred to by various names such as universal soul, and in references to the spaces of space as the sunyata, the ‘void’, and the (Greek) opposite term, the ‘pleuroma’ or fullness. 
The Pleroma as instituted by the Gnostics in the time around 69BCE was discovered by the ancient Mayans (at that time!) to be the Black Hole in the center of our galaxy.  So I wouldn't equate the Pleroma with the Logos, but as the ancient Gnostics, say that the latter descended from the former.  This has a bit to do with the idea of Dark Matter (cf. my article: Testing the Night of Pan) and is a bit more aply detailed in my article Sacred Space: 

On the other side of the Earth, just as the last vestiges of the Egyptian empire had become but a memory preserved within Greek culture, the Mayan culture was poised to emerge; for them, the discovery of precession, simultaneously re-discovered by the Greeks.  This would prove the North Star as a ‘false god,’ equivocated as the ‘demiurge
[3]’ by the emerging Gnostic movement in Mediterranean culture.  But it was in Mayan culture that this was expressed with greater clarity as the focal point moved to the dark rift in the Milky Way Galaxy that was calculated to be the galactic center and birth canal of the Earth. 

This center
[4] was not only located in the constellation of Sagittarius, who’s symbol in this manifestation is the cross
[5], but was a part of a complex of three crosses.  The rift itself forms a cross with the ecliptic, which was known as the ‘Black Road
[6] of the Lord’ to the ancient Mayans.  A lesser constellation, known as the ‘Thieves Cross’ is near it at the bottom of the rift and Aquila, the Eagle constellation, known to the Mayans as the Hawk, with wings spread in the shape of a cross at the top of the rift.  Note that in New Testament symbolism, there are also three crosses with one of them holding a thief.  Even, we might say that as a large part of the first aeon of this manifestation was stolen by the Black Lodge and now avenged of course, by the Hawk-Headed Mystical lord, we draw out an interpretation of these symbols that came to be at the start of this Manifestation. 

The cross formed by the intersection of the dark rift with the ecliptic forms four cosmic roads, one for each arm; the Black Road, White Road, Green Road and Red Road.  These defined four directions; north, south, east and west, respectively, and were reflected onto the Earth by the Mayans.  But where on the Earth?  While the Giza complex in Egypt is located just above the topics at 30° latitude and 30° longitude, all of Mesoamerica is within the tropics, below the Tropic of Cancer at 23°46’ latitude.  Now, we could argue that Egypt as the center of Western civilization is therefore, centered by Giza, being the absolute center of the world.  Certainly today, with oil and religion originating from this point, it seems to be playing a major role in world destiny. 

===

[3] It is not a coincidence that the start of the Manifestation of Sagittarius and Aeon of Pisces occurs at the same time that the very first ‘Long Count’ monument of the Mayan calendar is dated, which depicts the 2012 end time date at the end of the thirteenth ‘baktun.’  In terms of rectifying this with the ‘Gnostic Cycle,’ we have but to note that this is a special moment within the first aeon of the Sagittarian Manifestation and specifically related to the corrective time, known as the Aeon of Horus, the Avenger.  And so we could derive from this a prophecy that Horus’ victory over the Demiurge will be completed at this event and his reign will be fully established upon the Earth.

[4] It is fascinating to note also that at this center of our galaxy is located a Black Hole, which science is beginning to think is responsible for the formation of our galaxy and is associated with the Dark Matter that comprises the larger percentage of matter in the Universe.

[5] Note that the rift as a birth canal can be symbolized by a circle, specifically, Vesica Piscis; thus the cross formed by the ecliptic running through it creates a glyph of the Rosicrucian symbol…after all, as Crowley states in his Minerval ritual of his O.T.O., “crosses and circles are symbols of our order.”

[6] Crowley writes in The Book of Thoth:  “Osiris is a Black God.”  Osiris is of course, the self-slain Ankh-af-na-Khonsu.  In Gnostic/Christian symbolism, Osiris is represented by ‘Jesus the Christ.’
Once again it is two opposites, in order to express the idea that the whole of the manifest Universe is really basically Akasic light, that is, light as radiation or the essence or sources of power which expresses itself by streams of energy, a radiating throughout the Universe. 

In the solar Universe we have the Sun as a visible object which is really a chimera, a visible evidence of the heart of the sun, behind which is the Rajah Sun. This follows the teaching that evolutionary forces come from inner expressions of an energy, all coming from the expression of the Divine thought.

Since it permeates everything it is a carrier. It puts me in mind of the story recorded of theosophical founder H. P. Blavatsky who reputably drew in the sound of an orchestra playing on the other side of Paris into the room where she had met with a group of seekers after phenomena. The story doesn’t say it, but perhaps the medium through which it came was her control of natural phenomena which included the Akasic record upon which the music was being impressed, as upon the lower realms of the astral light, and she was bringing it in as on a carrier wave. 
I abhor this sort of dumbass story about significant people doing strange 'miracles', this serves neither to bolster any of the points he's trying to establish in this article nor to exaly HPB in my mind.  As a matter of fact, it serves more to betray the reputation of HPB as I'm certain that HPB would not have done anything of this sort...except as some sort of trick to placate the superstitious minds of those, such as the author of this article.  For that matter, we can clearly say that the Theosophical Society today, is a far cry from anything HPB would have authorized.
However, we are certainly not here to gain such powers as these. The Akasa permeates all the planes of the Universe through which we manifest: Mental, Buddhic, and Atmic. It exists forever. Under another term it is ‘swabhava’, the reservoir of being, which does not manifest in itself; it does not need to change. We work towards this by expressing our swabhava and growing towards a conscious understanding of that.  
Along with the ego-loser philosophy comes the fostered desire to defy change...when the Hermetic Axiom teaches us that change is stability.  This author seems more to me to be a dupe of the Black Lodge.  "Atmic" or Atomic...suggesting the Atman, is in my correlation, connected to Tiphareth by way of the Aethyr as I suggest in my quotes from my own articles (above).
The Akasa is the fifth cosmic principle, going up from the lower to the Upper, and is basically Cosmic Mind stuff. It is the carrier, that holds the Universe together from what it is actually built. Hence, due to its interpermeability, when one picks up thoughts from other people, it is from the Akasa, because the smallest action is impressed on the Akasic light which is in the lowest realms of the Astral light. This latter contains the records, and the Linga Sarira or Astral body is the model body which is the imprint or model in the Astral light upon which we are formed. Thus we have our higher aspects which affect the higher degrees of the Akasic record. Therefore, if the Akasa is impressed with everything that is said and done by us, in the speaker’s view this would equate the Akasa with Karma or Karman itself, the harmonic adjuster. 
I rather much prefer the way Ryan stated things in the post I forwarded from him this morning.  "I suspect that the experience of remembering may depend on the Ruachs ability to interact with the endless impressions in the ether in such a way that some impressions in the ether may resonate with the Ruach´s expereince as a separate entity (i.e. my memory) while other impressions do not. "  The reference here in my view is to archetypes and holograms as discussed in my GCL article: Liber Vox Viva Voce vel Video.
Scientists historically have called the fullness or emptiness of space the aether. This is a crude term for the source of power of all kinds throughout the Universe. It has various aspects such as magnetism, heat, light, electricity, sound, music; all expressed through radiation which is in turn elemental force, and the basis upon which the Universe it built. 
This is pure ignorance on the part of the author.  From Newton, who first coined the term in scientific circles...to Levi (also around Newton's time in history) and up to modern day scientists, the Aethyr or Dark Matter has always been recognized by science as something particulate and pliable.  This should be quite obvious is you've read the articles I've already quoted.
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pj
Hello Paul,

 

Here's another round of comment and reply for your edification and/or amusement:

 

___

 

[dg] Candidly speaking, I have been surprised that, after the depth of expression we have indulged in during our recent correspondence, you still don't seem to "get it" in terms of grasping what appear to me as certain self-evident truths. 

[pj] This is the essential problem for the Neophyte...he or she mistakes one's own personal Sun for the actual Sun that we all see in the sky.  
___

 

 

A pivotal point, it seems to me, is whether there is an "actual Sun" beyond our personal perceptions. If there is, the question then arises of how it may be possible to determine its nature in relation to our perceptions of it. This question may be illustrated by the parable of the stained glass window. From the outside, pure sunlight enters the glass, but on the inside it appears as many different colored rays. Each colored ray is a valid and true partial component of whole light, filtered out by a piece of colored glass. From a position within the sanctuary, one person may be seated on a pew upon which a beam of red light is falling, and another may be sitting in a ray of blue light. The goal of the initiate path, as I understand it, is to pass beyond the glass and obtain the vision afforded by the pure unfiltered light. The error of exoteric religion is to mistake the colored light for the whole light. One method of obtaining the whole light may be through the magical memory, by comparison of the nature of one's particular colored light or individual consciousness over many incarnations. Another way might be through empathic or telepathic understanding and comparison of the unique perspectives of other sentient beings. Yet again, it might be possible to temporarily leave one's particular perspective behind and attain the universal perspective by passing through the diffracting lens of partiality, to the clear light of unity, on a shamanic journey.  

 

Long story short, if one's personal sun perfectly reflects the actual sun, one has true information about reality; if there is a discrepancy, one is living in illusion. How then can we examine our personal sun in relation to the actual sun and realistically evaluate their degree of congruence? Thelemic doctrine says that (1) we each are a star, and (2) Hadit is the core of every star; and we are instructed to *be* Hadit. What does this mean - to *be* something? This unusual grammatical construction describes an ontological relation (you are Hadit) in volitional terms. The implication is that we have the possible option of choosing what we will be. If you choose to be Hadit, then Hadit will be what you *are* - your essence, your true nature, your identity. This process of "being Hadit" involves uniting the personal sun with the actual sun. This relates to the yogic trance of dhyana and the sephira of Tiphereth.

 

 ___

 

[pj] A small part of what I've been saying is that my perspective is different from yours...and that I don't see what you see.
___

 

 

Duly noted. If we are approaching a common point from different directions, it is to be expected that our perceptions and perspectives will differ. The primary question, again, is whether or not there is an ultimate reality, an absolute truth, that it is possible for us to comprehend. The esoteric initiate tradition, as I understand it, answers this question affirmatively. The alternative, that there is no ultimate reality or that knowledge of such is impossible, is philosophical nihilism - as Freidrich Nietzsche expresses it in /Will to Power/: "Every belief, every considering something true, is necessarily false because there is simply no true world."

 ___

 

[dg] I sometimes suspect that you really do know what I'm talking about and have all along, but that you are keeping a few cards up your sleeve. 

[pj] You have facilitated in bringing to me a greater clarity in my own thinking on the subject; and yet again, that's all this is...intellection.  It is certainly enjoyable, but neither you nor I can even speak authoritatively on the subject.  So for all your certainty, this is gained from books and hearsay...we simply cannot address what might be beyond the abyss by any other means.
___

 

 

From my perspective, intellection is secondary and intuition is primary. Books and shared experiences of others (or hearsay if you will) can serve as corroboration of that which is learned through direct mystical, shamanic, or gnostic experience. My intuition suggests that information is constantly streaming to us from beyond the abyss if we have the wit to recognize it - yet it is filtered through the diffracting lens of our partiality while we are focused in the manifested portion of our being. Implicit in this conception is the realization that there is also an unmanifested portion of our being which exists now and always above the abyss and has access to total comprehension of absolute truth. The manifested or incarnate portion of our self is separated from the unmanifested portion by the veil or partition referred to as the abyss. The unmanifested portion of our self is "me in Thee which thou knewest not" [AL II,12].

 

 ___

 

[pj] You see, if we are each gods and already omnipotent, omniscient and omnipresent, who am I to butt in on your truth?...or you mine?  
___

 

 

As I understand it, the statement that we are each omniscient means that we each have an unmanifested aspect (Higher Self, Augoeides, Genius, "Hadit burning in thy heart" [AL III,40] ) that is focused outside of the dimensions of time and space, having a perspective that is equidistant from all points in space and all moments in time. The manifested or individual self is not in itself omniscient, but by establishing a conscious link with its unmanifested or universal aspect, it can access omniscience. Each of our individual manifested selves does have a unique perspective, as you rightly point out. Yet the radical revelation I am attempting to refer to by the formula Atman = Brahman is that each of our individual selves is rooted in the unmanifested universal domain. How accurately the universal truth is reflected in the individual perspective is determined by the degree to which the individual self chooses to pay attention to and be informed by its universal aspect - that is to say, "be Hadit".

 

 

 ___

 

[pj] Of course, we must be careful of solipsism; but we each have a different perspective or a different set of coordinates in the Universe, by which to view the Universe.  And we each have a different way to evaluate and analyze what we perceive; holding different points to a higher or lower degree of importance.
___

 

 

This difference is what I like to call our individual "karma/dharma equation" - where "karma" describes the individual's unique trajectory through the time/space realm of matter, motion, and causation; and "dharma" describes the relation of the manifested or incarnate aspect of one's self with the unmanifest or transpatiotemporal aspect. We each approach the common goal of self-realization from a different direction, and our perceptions of the path differ, like the blind men examining the elephant. Yet if we are in fact approaching the common goal of genuine truth, points of congruence in our perspectives should tend to gradually increase.

 

Solipsism (from the Latin "solus" = alone + "ipse" = self) describes a state in which the manifested or incarnate self is severed from its root in the unmanifested domain.

 

 ___

 

[pj] But we are not looking in this experiment to validate Universal Consciousness...we wouldn't be traversing the Western Mystery Tradition if each of us didn't already have some glimpse of this.  We are trying to prove or disprove your original assertion; there is no difference between Atman and Brahman.
[dg] There it is. These glimpses of universal consciousness occur when we happen to look in a certain direction, or pay attention in a certain manner, and notice what has really been right there all along - but we are conditioned from infancy not to look in that direction, and this conditioned resistance usually keeps us from being aware of that aspect of our individual consciousness which is identical with the universal consciousness.

[pj] But I don't share this at all.  In my glimpses, I have observed still that which is 'I' and that which is 'Not-I' and I have marvelled at the interplay. 
___

 

 

What, then, does the term "universal consciousness" mean to you? The word "universal", to me, indicates all-inclusiveness. If there is something that is essentially distinct or fundamentally separate from it, then it is not truly universal. If there is a perceived "I" and "Not-I", then we are still in the domain of subject/object consciousness. This is the 2, and universal consciousness is the 0. 

 

Of course, when you are fully embedded in the 2, the 0 is invisible. Then again, both "none" and "two" are ways that Nuit describes Herself in AL I,28 - and a full vision of either should lead eventually to comprehension of both. The interplay of I and Not-I is also the basis of Bhakti yoga - as in Liber Astarte - one viable path of mystical attainment.

 

 

 ___

 

[dg] The "proof" we are looking for clearly lies within the experience called Samadhi (which is of course referred to by many other terms in different traditions, so that the word itself is not the important thing, but rather the experience it describes). This is why I attempted to begin the "practical side" discussion with an examination of the steps that are necessary to achieve this experience, through Patanjali's eight limbs of yoga. In the mystical traditions of the old aeon, Samadhi was regarded as a final attainment, a culmination of the spiritual path; but a new aeon perspective seems to point to Samadhi as the beginning rather than the end, the basic prerequisite for any experiment in the field of scientific illuminism, as a knowledge of the periodic table is a prerequisite for experiments in chemistry. This Samadhi, sometimes called "subject-less/object-less consciousness", seems to be a state of consciousness in which the element within our individual self that is linked to or united with the universal self becomes evident or is revealed. This leads to a balancing of the two domains as equally valid aspects of one's essential selfhood.

[pj] But yet, you do not claim the Grade to speak so authoritatively here...or do you? 
___

 

 

I do not claim any grades other than "Student". To do so would be presumptuous. But as a student of the mysteries I have gained some insights that have been verified by repeated testing in both solitary work and group settings. What I have been saying in this correspondence is based primarily on what I have learned from my own experience, and secondarily on corroborative references in mystical literature. I have gained some insights into the nature of the grades of the A.'.A.'. as defined by Crowley in "One Star In Sight" and I have taken note of correlations with other esoteric systems. My studies thus far lead me to believe that the experience of Samadhi may be accessed by those of any (or no) grade, not only by the Exempt Adept who has attained complete mastery of that state. The techniques are clearly described in many mystical traditions, and anyone who chooses to put them to the test can gain at least a taste of the nature of Samadhi by devoting sufficient effort to the task.

 

 

 ___

 

[pj] And how come there are so many different branches of Hinduism that differ on the subject? 
___

 

 

There are many branches of every religion and philosophy because the nature of human rationality is to dissect and differentiate. But as I have pointed out already, these are the exoteric shells that hide the esoteric initiate tradition, and as there is multiplicity in the outer forms, there is unity in the inner tradition which is based on methods of expanding consciousness so that the individual may become aware of the universal. There are many approaches, many languages of symbol, many theoretical frameworks by which this unitary task is taught.

 

 ___

 

[pj] Who are we to believe?  Crowley?  You?  Some other?  I say, believe no one and humbly contemplate from the standpoint that your own awareness brings to you...and that there really is no time to contemplate beyond that as you should be busy enough 'examining yourself.'
___

 

 

I certainly don't want anybody to "believe" what I say if it doesn't resonate with their own inner experience. My whole point in talking about the "experiment" is that this experience of Samadhi or cosmic consciousness is something every individual can put to the test and verify independently. Examining yourself is indeed a valid means of approaching this goal if the examination is honest and thorough enough - this is the path of Jnana yoga.

 

 

 ___

 

[dg] I gave you a list of authors who claim to have accessed this knowledge. 

[pj] Yes, one in which I believe I've effectively debunked each and every itemized name.
___

 

 

When? All I saw was what appeared to be an arbitrary and prejudicial dismissal of the authors I mentioned. 

 

 ___

 

[pj] From what I see you saying, if there is no difference between Atman and Brahman, we can each claim to be Levi in a previous incarnation...after all, there is no difference. 
___

 

 

I wouldn't take it quite that far. Yes, there is an aspect of every sentient being that is universally identical - a common element - but there is also a law of causation that is inexorable in its effects, and it is this that connects incarnations with the linkage that is perceived as individual identity. The energy that one's actions in the world puts into motion (every action has an equal and opposite reaction) continues to reverberate in the aether (an object in motion tends to continue in motion unless acted upon by an outside force), carrying forward the unique vibration signature that define one's personality, and imprinting its nature into the character of a new incarnation. It is this pattern of causative forces, I believe, that weaves the continuity of personal consciousness into the reincarnating Ruach.

 

 ___
 

[dg] The kind of scrying utilized in your 231 experiments appears to be of the same order as the investigation of the akashic records that I was attempting to describe. 

[pj]  And yet there seems to be some qualitative differences from what you describe.  Why don't you take some time to read through some of the postings?
___
 

 

Good idea! Actually I have been doing this as well as following up many of the links you have included in your letters. It will take me a while to work through the lot. Meanwhile, let me suggest that you take another look at this channeled document: http://www.luminist.org/archives/life_eternal.htm - although I know that a fair examination of this text will not be an easy task, since the revelation contained therein tends to rouse great instinctual opposition from the portions of the self that are deeply embedded in dividuality - but in my estimation the value to be gained by wrestling it forth will greatly exceed the discomfort engendered by the process. This instinctual resistance is aptly described by Crowley in "Magick Without Tears", Chapter 5... "To tell you the hideously shameful truth, I hate this doctrine so rabidly that I can hardly trust myself to present it fairly! ... I have to admit the 'poetry' of the idea; but there is something in me which vehemently rejects it with excruciating and vindictive violence." See also AL II,11: "I see thee hate the hand and the pen..."
 

Fiat Lux
Dale
Hi Dale,
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Here's another round of comment and reply for your edification and/or amusement:

Actually I remain eager to move this conversation in a more empirical and experimental direction.  Despite any objections or disagreements I may or may not have with your perspective, I remain open to your discussion on the experiment that will as you say, prove that Brahma and Atman are one in the same.
___

 

[dg] Candidly speaking, I have been surprised that, after the depth of expression we have indulged in during our recent correspondence, you still don't seem to "get it" in terms of grasping what appear to me as certain self-evident truths. 

[pj] This is the essential problem for the Neophyte...he or she mistakes one's own personal Sun for the actual Sun that we all see in the sky.  
A pivotal point, it seems to me, is whether there is an "actual Sun" beyond our personal perceptions. 

There is.
If there is, the question then arises of how it may be possible to determine its nature in relation to our perceptions of it. 

In 'normal' consciousness, this of course, can only be ascertained by an inductive rationale...and yet still, its apprehension would be filtered by how we perceive and of course, our Universal coordinates.  And so again, I'm reminded of LXV:1.54--
Then said Adonai: Thou hast the Head of the Hawk, and thy Phallus is the Phallus of Asar. Thou knowest the white, and thou knowest the black, and thou knowest that these are one. But why seekest thou the knowledge of their equivalence?
The Universal Mind is the aggregate of the ALL ... all our thoughts, indeed, per the Seven Cosmic Principles of Thoth, all is mind.  LXV:1.57 gives the proper formula--
Then was the Adept glad, and lifted his arm. Lo! an earthquake, and plague, and terror on the earth! A casting down of them that sate in high places; a famine upon the multitude! 
The grapes (the people of the Earth in the symbolism of the text; giving us the allusion to the many petty egos of the fractured Soul) are eaten; these many personalities (yes, the sleeper is very much a schizophrenic) are consumed sacramentally, and transformed into the One...a congealed Ruach with all its parts serving a central funtionary.  The Alchemical symbolism here is quite acute.
Per AL:
AL I.42:  "Let it be that state of manyhood bound and loathing.  So with thy all; thou hast no right but to do thy will."

The "manyhood" that are all these egos, need the force of all these egos to formulate the Will and act with a pure expression.  In other words, its gonna take all you got to congeal the Ruach...a formidable task.
Per LXV:I.37-40:
So they will reproach thy servant, saying: Who hath set thee to save us?

He will be sore distressed.
All they understand not that thou and I are fashioning a boat of mother-of-pearl. We will sail down the river of Amrit even to the yew-groves of Yama, where we may rejoice exceedingly.
The joy of men shall be our silver gleam, their woe our blue gleam -- all in the mother-of-pearl. 
"He" is the central ego or Higher Self that sees the aggregate of lesser egos and feeds on the energy they exude; their joy and woe.
This question may be illustrated by the parable of the stained glass window. From the outside, pure sunlight enters the glass, but on the inside it appears as many different colored rays. Each colored ray is a valid and true partial component of whole light, filtered out by a piece of colored glass. From a position within the sanctuary, one person may be seated on a pew upon which a beam of red light is falling, and another may be sitting in a ray of blue light. The goal of the initiate path, as I understand it, is to pass beyond the glass and obtain the vision afforded by the pure unfiltered light. 

The A.'.A.'. teaches that this region of consiousness, where the refracted and fractured light is manifest, is known to us Qabalistically as the Veil of Qesheth (cf. my article on the subject).  This is where consciousness is seated when in the Astral Plane.  And actually, all the work is done in Yesod as Crowley teaches in the Wake World.
The error of exoteric religion is to mistake the colored light for the whole light. 

No...they never really get a glimpse of this light; even as they ignore and dismiss their dreams, which remain a constant mystery to them.  Their perceptions account for little if anything at all and are all but completely absent in their zombified lifestyles.  Per AL:
AL I.11:  "These are fools that men adore; both their Gods & their men are fools."

AL I.31:  "For these fools of men and their woes care not thou at all!  They feel little; what is, is balanced by weak joys; but ye are my chosen ones."

AL II.17:  “Hear me, ye people of sighing!

             The sorrows of pain and regret

           Are left to the dead and the dying,

             The folk that not know me as yet.”

AL II.18:  "These are dead, these fellows; they feel not.  We are not for the poor and sad: the lords of the earth are our kinsfolk."

 

One method of obtaining the whole light may be through the magical memory, by comparison of the nature of one's particular colored light or individual consciousness over many incarnations. Another way might be through empathic or telepathic understanding and comparison of the unique perspectives of other sentient beings. Yet again, it might be possible to temporarily leave one's particular perspective behind and attain the universal perspective by passing through the diffracting lens of partiality, to the clear light of unity, on a shamanic journey.  

If you have not found your own Sun; perfected your Adepthood and attained the K&C, why would you expect that you can yet have the greater samadhi of Universal Consciousness.  Certainly consciousness grows as we develop our ability to perceive the Astral and should telephathy birth empathy, we expand our consciousness yet that much more.  But for the singular mind to take in the breadth and depth of the Universal Mind when it has yet to concieve itself is sheer folly.
 

Long story short, if one's personal sun perfectly reflects the actual sun, one has true information about reality; if there is a discrepancy, one is living in illusion. 

Yes, we can deduct and especially through the Universal Laws of Thoth (particulary: As above, so below), that our personal Sun is a reflection of that Sun that belongs to the larger solar system.  This is truly informative, but it is only a deduction based on the acceptance of the postulate.  There is yet no empirical or experiential data in this; Gnosis is not obtained by this deduction.
 

How then can we examine our personal sun in relation to the actual sun and realistically evaluate their degree of congruence? 

Per above, we can't; we've not yet even discovered ourselves.  After we've crossed the bridge that is the discovery of the self, we can then begin to walk towards the next bridge.
 

Thelemic doctrine says that (1) we each are a star, and (2) Hadit is the core of every star; and we are instructed to *be* Hadit. What does this mean - to *be* something? This unusual grammatical construction describes an ontological relation (you are Hadit) in volitional terms. The implication is that we have the possible option of choosing what we will be.

I can agree with this; the Will is discovered along the Initiatory Journey.  In the A.'.A.'., the Zelator begins to apprehend that all his or her life, certain existential decisions have been made, seemingly quite unconsciously (but with the feeling that a silent voice has been nudging from beyond the Veil) and certain tendencies and proclivities have been pursued that are all now beginning to coalesce in one's thoughts as the intuiting of a personal dharma or destiny.  One is not assigned a purpose by some anthropomorphic being in the mechanistic scenario of the more liberal of the organized religions.  It is I, pulling up my own bootstraps...creating myself...a god in a company of gods.
 

If you choose to be Hadit, then Hadit will be what you *are* - your essence, your true nature, your identity. This process of "being Hadit" involves uniting the personal sun with the actual sun. This relates to the yogic trance of dhyana and the sephira of Tiphereth.

This does not follow in my view.  I do not see Hadit uniting with some grand Hadit; Hadit unites with Nuit.  The Sun of the Solar System is the Prana; the vigor that flows through one's being when such a conjunction is wholesome and truly transformative.
___

 

[pj] A small part of what I've been saying is that my perspective is different from yours...and that I don't see what you see.
Duly noted. If we are approaching a common point from different directions, it is to be expected that our perceptions and perspectives will differ. The primary question, again, is whether or not there is an ultimate reality, an absolute truth, that it is possible for us to comprehend. The esoteric initiate tradition, as I understand it, answers this question affirmatively. 

There are no absolutes, change equals stability.  Per the Cosmic Law of Thoth that states that everything is in a state of constant vibration and eternal movement, the only absolute truth can be NOT, which itself is ineffable (incomprehensible).
 

The alternative, that there is no ultimate reality or that knowledge of such is impossible, is philosophical nihilism - as Freidrich Nietzsche expresses it in /Will to Power/: "Every belief, every considering something true, is necessarily false because there is simply no true world."

Neitzche was not a nihilist.  The Will to Power for him was the natural tendency (when expressed wholesomely) to reach above ourselves.  With the death of God by way of Copernicus and Galileo, the herd no longer required a warrior god or pope to go up the mountain and speak to god on their behalf...but that we each have to become Zarathustra and hold our own direct relation with our individuated (no longer of the herd) suns.
___

 

 

[dg] I sometimes suspect that you really do know what I'm talking about and have all along, but that you are keeping a few cards up your sleeve. 

[pj] You have facilitated in bringing to me a greater clarity in my own thinking on the subject; and yet again, that's all this is...intellection.  It is certainly enjoyable, but neither you nor I can even speak authoritatively on the subject.  So for all your certainty, this is gained from books and hearsay...we simply cannot address what might be beyond the abyss by any other means.
From my perspective, intellection is secondary and intuition is primary. Books and shared experiences of others (or hearsay if you will) can serve as corroboration of that which is learned through direct mystical, shamanic, or gnostic experience. My intuition suggests that information is constantly streaming to us from beyond the abyss if we have the wit to recognize it - yet it is filtered through the diffracting lens of our partiality while we are focused in the manifested portion of our being. Implicit in this conception is the realization that there is also an unmanifested portion of our being which exists now and always above the abyss and has access to total comprehension of absolute truth. The manifested or incarnate portion of our self is separated from the unmanifested portion by the veil or partition referred to as the abyss. The unmanifested portion of our self is "me in Thee which thou knewest not" [AL II,12].

The intuition is a faculty of the Lower Astral and in my view, without the Veil of Qesheth.  Another can claim that he or she has intuited Jesus waiting above the North Pole for us all to find him.  While the intuition opens the door to higher faculties, it's determinations should be met with great skepticism.
___

 

 

[pj] You see, if we are each gods and already omnipotent, omniscient and omnipresent, who am I to butt in on your truth?...or you mine?  
As I understand it, the statement that we are each omniscient means that we each have an unmanifested aspect (Higher Self, Augoeides, Genius, "Hadit burning in thy heart" [AL III,40] ) that is focused outside of the dimensions of time and space, having a perspective that is equidistant from all points in space and all moments in time. The manifested or individual self is not in itself omniscient, but by establishing a conscious link with its unmanifested or universal aspect, it can access omniscience. Each of our individual manifested selves does have a unique perspective, as you rightly point out. Yet the radical revelation I am attempting to refer to by the formula Atman = Brahman is that each of our individual selves is rooted in the unmanifested universal domain. How accurately the universal truth is reflected in the individual perspective is determined by the degree to which the individual self chooses to pay attention to and be informed by its universal aspect - that is to say, "be Hadit".

In this unmanifested domain, there is NOT, which means there is no expanse and nothing to apprehend that omniscience could be used to describe the phenomenal observation.  The first two stanza's of HPBs Book of Dzyan states this quite eloquently (particularly significant lines highlighted in red).
STANZA I.
1. THE ETERNAL PARENT WRAPPED IN HER EVER INVISIBLE ROBES HAD SLUMBERED ONCE AGAIN FOR SEVEN ETERNITIES. 
2. TIME WAS NOT, FOR IT LAY ASLEEP IN THE INFINITE BOSOM OF DURATION. 
3. UNIVERSAL MIND WAS NOT, FOR THERE WERE NO AH-HI TO CONTAIN IT. 
4. THE SEVEN WAYS TO BLISS WERE NOT. THE GREAT CAUSES OF MISERY WERE NOT, FOR THERE WAS NO ONE TO PRODUCE AND GET ENSNARED BY THEM. 
5. DARKNESS ALONE FILLED THE BOUNDLESS ALL, FOR FATHER, MOTHER AND SON WERE ONCE MORE ONE, AND THE SON HAD NOT AWAKENED YET FOR THE NEW WHEEL, AND HIS PILGRIMAGE THEREON. 
6. THE SEVEN SUBLIME LORDS AND THE SEVEN TRUTHS HAD CEASED TO BE, AND THE UNIVERSE, THE SON OF NECESSITY, WAS IMMERSED IN PARANISHPANNA, TO BE OUTBREATHED BY THAT WHICH IS AND YET IS NOT. NAUGHT WAS. 
7. THE CAUSES OF EXISTENCE HAD BEEN DONE AWAY WITH; THE VISIBLE THAT WAS, AND THE INVISIBLE THAT IS, RESTED IN ETERNAL NON-BEING -- THE ONE BEING. 
8. ALONE THE ONE FORM OF EXISTENCE STRETCHED BOUNDLESS, INFINITE, CAUSELESS, IN DREAMLESS SLEEP; AND LIFE PULSATED UNCONSCIOUS IN UNIVERSAL SPACE, THROUGHOUT THAT ALL-PRESENCE WHICH IS SENSED BY THE OPENED EYE OF THE DANGMA. 
9. BUT WHERE WAS THE DANGMA WHEN THE ALAYA OF THE UNIVERSE WAS IN PARAMARTHA AND THE GREAT WHEEL WAS ANUPADAKA?
 

STANZA II.
1. . . . WHERE WERE THE BUILDERS, THE LUMINOUS SONS OF MANVANTARIC DAWN? . . . IN THE UNKNOWN DARKNESS IN THEIR AH-HI PARANISHPANNA. THE PRODUCERS OF FORM FROM NO-FORM -- THE ROOT OF THE WORLD -- THE DEVAMATRI AND SVABHAVAT, RESTED IN THE BLISS OF NON-BEING. 
2. . . . WHERE WAS SILENCE? WHERE THE EARS TO SENSE IT? NO, THERE WAS NEITHER SILENCE NOR SOUND; NAUGHT SAVE CEASELESS ETERNAL BREATH, WHICH KNOWS ITSELF NOT. 
3. THE HOUR HAD NOT YET STRUCK; THE RAY HAD NOT YET FLASHED INTO THE GERM; THE MATRIPADMA HAD NOT YET SWOLLEN. 
4. HER HEART HAD NOT YET OPENED FOR THE ONE RAY TO ENTER, THENCE TO FALL, AS THREE INTO FOUR, INTO THE LAP OF MAYA. 
5. THE SEVEN SONS WERE NOT YET BORN FROM THE WEB OF LIGHT. DARKNESS ALONE WAS FATHER-MOTHER, SVABHAVAT; AND SVABHAVAT WAS IN DARKNESS. 
6. THESE TWO ARE THE GERM, AND THE GERM IS ONE. THE UNIVERSE WAS STILL CONCEALED IN THE DIVINE THOUGHT AND THE DIVINE BOSOM. . . . 

___

 

[pj] Of course, we must be careful of solipsism; but we each have a different perspective or a different set of coordinates in the Universe, by which to view the Universe.  And we each have a different way to evaluate and analyze what we perceive; holding different points to a higher or lower degree of importance.
This difference is what I like to call our individual "karma/dharma equation" - where "karma" describes the individual's unique trajectory through the time/space realm of matter, motion, and causation; and "dharma" describes the relation of the manifested or incarnate aspect of one's self with the unmanifest or transpatiotemporal aspect. We each approach the common goal of self-realization from a different direction, and our perceptions of the path differ, like the blind men examining the elephant. Yet if we are in fact approaching the common goal of genuine truth, points of congruence in our perspectives should tend to gradually increase.

And I say it is that uniqueness that separates Atman from Brahman.  The congruence you note here is to me, the annihilation of opposites (2=0) that is the formula of the Abyss.  And so we don't come closer to each other's perspective in sharing some absolute truth as there are no absolutes...beyond the phenomenal Universe, there is simply NOT.
 

Solipsism (from the Latin "solus" = alone + "ipse" = self) describes a state in which the manifested or incarnate self is severed from its root in the unmanifested domain.

No...
Solipsism (Latin: solus, alone + ipse, self) is the philosophical idea that "My mind is the only thing that I know exists." Solipsism is an epistemological or metaphysical position that knowledge of anything outside the mind is unjustified. The external world and other minds cannot be known and might not exist. In the history of philosophy, solipsism has served as a skeptical hypothesis.
___

 

 

[pj] But we are not looking in this experiment to validate Universal Consciousness...we wouldn't be traversing the Western Mystery Tradition if each of us didn't already have some glimpse of this.  We are trying to prove or disprove your original assertion; there is no difference between Atman and Brahman.
[dg] There it is. These glimpses of universal consciousness occur when we happen to look in a certain direction, or pay attention in a certain manner, and notice what has really been right there all along - but we are conditioned from infancy not to look in that direction, and this conditioned resistance usually keeps us from being aware of that aspect of our individual consciousness which is identical with the universal consciousness.

[pj] But I don't share this at all.  In my glimpses, I have observed still that which is 'I' and that which is 'Not-I' and I have marvelled at the interplay. 
What, then, does the term "universal consciousness" mean to you? The word "universal", to me, indicates all-inclusiveness. If there is something that is essentially distinct or fundamentally separate from it, then it is not truly universal. If there is a perceived "I" and "Not-I", then we are still in the domain of subject/object consciousness. This is the 2, and universal consciousness is the 0. 

Of course, when you are fully embedded in the 2, the 0 is invisible. Then again, both "none" and "two" are ways that Nuit describes Herself in AL I,28 - and a full vision of either should lead eventually to comprehension of both. The interplay of I and Not-I is also the basis of Bhakti yoga - as in Liber Astarte - one viable path of mystical attainment.

To me, Universal Consciousness is the glimpse outside my own mind (the 1)...into the many (the 2); the 0 is not consciousnerss at all.  In the NOT as per HPB above, there is only unconsciousness.
___

 

 

[dg] The "proof" we are looking for clearly lies within the experience called Samadhi (which is of course referred to by many other terms in different traditions, so that the word itself is not the important thing, but rather the experience it describes). This is why I attempted to begin the "practical side" discussion with an examination of the steps that are necessary to achieve this experience, through Patanjali's eight limbs of yoga. In the mystical traditions of the old aeon, Samadhi was regarded as a final attainment, a culmination of the spiritual path; but a new aeon perspective seems to point to Samadhi as the beginning rather than the end, the basic prerequisite for any experiment in the field of scientific illuminism, as a knowledge of the periodic table is a prerequisite for experiments in chemistry. This Samadhi, sometimes called "subject-less/object-less consciousness", seems to be a state of consciousness in which the element within our individual self that is linked to or united with the universal self becomes evident or is revealed. This leads to a balancing of the two domains as equally valid aspects of one's essential selfhood.

[pj] But yet, you do not claim the Grade to speak so authoritatively here...or do you? 
I do not claim any grades other than "Student". To do so would be presumptuous. But as a student of the mysteries I have gained some insights that have been verified by repeated testing in both solitary work and group settings. What I have been saying in this correspondence is based primarily on what I have learned from my own experience, and secondarily on corroborative references in mystical literature. I have gained some insights into the nature of the grades of the A.'.A.'. as defined by Crowley in "One Star In Sight" and I have taken note of correlations with other esoteric systems. My studies thus far lead me to believe that the experience of Samadhi may be accessed by those of any (or no) grade, not only by the Exempt Adept who has attained complete mastery of that state. The techniques are clearly described in many mystical traditions, and anyone who chooses to put them to the test can gain at least a taste of the nature of Samadhi by devoting sufficient effort to the task.

I have a rather more 'inside' perspective on the A.'.A.'. of which 'One Star in Sight' can't address.  And I will say that some things are not apprehensible without a sufficiently prepared Ruach and that there is a qualitative difference in capacity between the mind of the Initiate and the mind of the mundane.  I don't see any egalitarianism in the spiritual hierarchy; only ruthlessness.
___

 

 

[pj] From what I see you saying, if there is no difference between Atman and Brahman, we can each claim to be Levi in a previous incarnation...after all, there is no difference. 
I wouldn't take it quite that far. Yes, there is an aspect of every sentient being that is universally identical - a common element - but there is also a law of causation that is inexorable in its effects, and it is this that connects incarnations with the linkage that is perceived as individual identity. The energy that one's actions in the world puts into motion (every action has an equal and opposite reaction) continues to reverberate in the aether (an object in motion tends to continue in motion unless acted upon by an outside force), carrying forward the unique vibration signature that define one's personality, and imprinting its nature into the character of a new incarnation. It is this pattern of causative forces, I believe, that weaves the continuity of personal consciousness into the reincarnating Ruach.

Your assumption here is that the Ruach automatically holds itself together and that death has no causal effect on the Ruach, but to send it out as one complete being to search for another incarnation.  I see death as more catastrophic to the complex web of consciousnesses that are a part of any human body, should not the energy matrices of these consciousnesses be yoked and harnassed by the emergent and self-created (after all, we are gods) central consciousness that we call the Higher Self.  And note that even the gods must partake of the royal ambrosia in order to maintain their immortality.
;-)
93/93
pj
Hello Paul,
 

You said this:
 

___
 

Actually I remain eager to move this conversation in a more empirical and experimental direction.  Despite any objections or disagreements I may or may not have with your perspective, I remain open to your discussion on the experiment that will as you say, prove that Brahma and Atman are one in the same.
___
 

 

Oddly enough, that's exactly what I've been trying to do. We've exchanged a lot of theoretical ideas, enough so that we should have a pretty good idea of where we are each coming from. So, how do we reduce these ideas to a testable proposition?
 

My suggestion that the proposition "Atman = Brahman" (A = B) is empirically testable derives from four decades of personal research in which I have learned to enter a state in which this fact is self-evidently obvious, both on my own and in group settings in which the experience has been shared with others.
 

My thinking is that, if the procedure for entering this state is identified in an unambiguous manner, anyone who chooses to can follow the necessary steps and enter this state, and then evaluate independently whether the conclusions I have drawn are legitimate.
 

When the experience is shared in a group setting, it is possible for participants to mutually examine its nature and communicate with each other about it in a manner that transcends some of the limitations of verbal speech. My experiences of this type in the past have involved the physical presence of the experimenters in one location. I do not know how transferable this type of experiment might be to a virtually shared environment utilizing electronic media - this is a new frontier of research. It may be that a type of "shaktipat" is involved that requires actual physical proximity. But since it is also possible to enter this state independently through solitary work, my thinking is that it should be possible to work out an experimental protocol which independent investigators can follow in an agreed upon manner, just as independent researchers in the fields of chemistry or astronomy can replicate each other's experiments and verify their results.
 

The necessary steps would appear to include (1) "set" (personal preparation of the experimenter), (2) "setting" (preparation of the place of working), (3) "techniques" (specific procedures to be followed in a controlled manner), and (4) "fuels" (ingestible sacraments of sufficient quality and quantity to aid the achievement of escape velocity from the personal karmic gravity well - this 4th step being optional but very helpful, especially during the initial trials).
 

In my previous correspondence (under the "the practical side" subject heading) I attempted to begin the discussion of step (1) - which seemed like a logical place to start - with a recapitulation of highlights from Patanjali's eight limbs of yoga. There are of course other ways this topic could be addressed, but this seemed like a good one. Of course if you are already familiar with this material, there is no need to reinvent the wheel by going over it, but my thinking was that a review of the salient points would aid us in developing a common language with which to discuss the subtle matters involved in the experiment.
 

So, where do we go from here? Perhaps I should throw the floor open for questions. I am prepared to elaborate at any required length on any of the points I have mentioned.
 

From your latest comments:
 

[dg] The error of exoteric religion is to mistake the colored light for the whole light. 

[pj] No...they never really get a glimpse of this light; even as they ignore and dismiss their dreams, which remain a constant mystery to them.  Their perceptions account for little if anything at all and are all but completely absent in their zombified lifestyles.
___
 

Here we seem to have a disagreement. In my dialogues with believers in various exoteric systems I have occasionally discerned elements of valid gnosis mixed with elements of confusion and error. This leads me to believe that all the religions, philosophies and beliefs extant in the world contain seeds of truth which those who have genuine aspiration can use to make progress toward self-realization. I am reminded of the admonition of Liber Librae: "...take heed that thou blaspheme not the name by which another knoweth his god." When a revelation is newly fledged with "fresh fever from the skies", it contains a higher percentage of "clear light" - still not 100%, because it must come through the channel of the human mind - but over time each prophetic lineage becomes shadowed with dogma and superstition until it becomes like the valley of dry bones in the vision of the prophet Jeremiah (chapter 37). Yet grains of the original revelation still may be found among the dust by those who aspire to find them.
 

___
 

AL I.42:  "Let it be that state of manyhood bound and loathing.  So with thy all; thou hast no right but to do thy will."

[pj] The "manyhood" that are all these egos, need the force of all these egos to formulate the Will and act with a pure expression.  In other words, its gonna take all you got to congeal the Ruach...a formidable task.
___
 

You describe "that which is below" very well. I merely point out that it is like that which is above - that there is a symmetry between the microcosm (the sub-egos that compose the Ruach) and the macrocosm (the individual selves that compose the Universal Self).
 

___
 

[pj] If you have not found your own Sun; perfected your Adepthood and attained the K&C, why would you expect that you can yet have the greater samadhi of Universal Consciousness. 
___
 

Because even a blade of grass has some awareness of universal consciousness. It is the background and substratum of all being. It lurks always just behind our conscious thoughts - when the thoughts are silenced its presence begins to be noticeable. 
 

___
 

Certainly consciousness grows as we develop our ability to perceive the Astral and should telephathy birth empathy, we expand our consciousness yet that much more.  But for the singular mind to take in the breadth and depth of the Universal Mind when it has yet to concieve itself is sheer folly.
___
 

Indeed - yet, as William Blake reminds us, "If a fool shall persist in his folly, he shall become wise." 
 

___
 

[dg] Long story short, if one's personal sun perfectly reflects the actual sun, one has true information about reality; if there is a discrepancy, one is living in illusion. 

[pj] Yes, we can deduct and especially through the Universal Laws of Thoth (particulary: As above, so below), that our personal Sun is a reflection of that Sun that belongs to the larger solar system.  This is truly informative, but it is only a deduction based on the acceptance of the postulate.  There is yet no empirical or experiential data in this; Gnosis is not obtained by this deduction.
___
 

Once again: the intuition is primary; the deduction is secondary. By "intuition" I mean knowledge that is accessed directly without the mediation of the word or the rational intellect. 
___
[dg] If you choose to be Hadit, then Hadit will be what you *are* - your essence, your true nature, your identity. This process of "being Hadit" involves uniting the personal sun with the actual sun. This relates to the yogic trance of dhyana and the sephira of Tiphereth.

[pj] This does not follow in my view.  I do not see Hadit uniting with some grand Hadit; Hadit unites with Nuit. 
___
 

 

Exactly. The expression "uniting the personal sun with the actual sun" does not imply a lesser Hadit and a greater Hadit as you suggest; rather it is the human ego recognizing the true nature of its own essence as Hadit. Once the individual self realizes its identity with Hadit, it is able to worship and unite with the universal self, Nuit. The first half of the equation is realization of Atman; the second is its equilibration with Brahman. This first half appears to be similar to what you may mean by "coagulation of the Ruach", although I believe it is an error to equate Ruach with Atman. Rather, Ruach is the vehicle or sheath that Atman uses to interact with the space/time domain.
 

___
 

[pj] There are no absolutes, change equals stability.  Per the Cosmic Law of Thoth that states that everything is in a state of constant vibration and eternal movement, the only absolute truth can be NOT, which itself is ineffable (incomprehensible).
___
 

 

Ineffable does not mean incomprehensible; it means inexpressible in words. To deny the reality of nonverbal comprehension would be to deny half of your own psychic being.
 

Also, please note that you have used an absolute (the Law of Thoth) to deny the existence of absolutes. I'd say that this question deserves further contemplation.
 

___
 

[dg] The alternative, that there is no ultimate reality or that knowledge of such is impossible, is philosophical nihilism - as Freidrich Nietzsche expresses it in /Will to Power/: "Every belief, every considering something true, is necessarily false because there is simply no true world."

[pj] Neitzche was not a nihilist.  The Will to Power for him was the natural tendency (when expressed wholesomely) to reach above ourselves.  
___
 

 

The debate about whether Nietzsche was a Nihilist is still raging in academic circles, and I am not qualified to take a position one way or the other. But it is agreed by all that he is one of the most well known philosophers to seriously discuss the subject of Nihilism. And the quote I selected is what I was citing, rather than Nietzsche's worldview or body of work, which I am still perusing. (Coincidentally, I just found a copy of his first book, /The Birth of Tragedy/, at a rummage sale.) The point I was trying to focus on here was the question of whether or not ultimate reality exists and/or is knowable.
 

___
 

[dg] The intuition is a faculty of the Lower Astral and in my view, without the Veil of Qesheth.  Another can claim that he or she has intuited Jesus waiting above the North Pole for us all to find him.  While the intuition opens the door to higher faculties, it's determinations should be met with great skepticism.
___
We are not talking about the same intuition, apparently.The intuition I am referring to is a quality of Binah and may also be called "understanding", being a function of the part of the self called Neshama. The example you cite would not be intuition but an illusion mistaken for intuition. 
 

___
 

[pj] You see, if we are each gods and already omnipotent, omniscient and omnipresent, who am I to butt in on your truth?...or you mine?  
[dg] As I understand it, the statement that we are each omniscient means that we each have an unmanifested aspect (Higher Self, Augoeides, Genius, "Hadit burning in thy heart" [AL III,40] ) that is focused outside of the dimensions of time and space, having a perspective that is equidistant from all points in space and all moments in time. The manifested or individual self is not in itself omniscient, but by establishing a conscious link with its unmanifested or universal aspect, it can access omniscience. Each of our individual manifested selves does have a unique perspective, as you rightly point out. Yet the radical revelation I am attempting to refer to by the formula Atman = Brahman is that each of our individual selves is rooted in the unmanifested universal domain. How accurately the universal truth is reflected in the individual perspective is determined by the degree to which the individual self chooses to pay attention to and be informed by its universal aspect - that is to say, "be Hadit".

[pj] In this unmanifested domain, there is NOT, which means there is no expanse and nothing to apprehend that omniscience could be used to describe the phenomenal observation.  
___
 

 

We're not talking about the same NOT. ;~>  As I have pointed out before, the terms "void" and "not" as used in reference to the unmanifested domain of consciousness do not imply the simple rational concept of non-existence. Rather, the conception includes the apparently contradictory ideas of existence and non-existence. The Void is also the Pleroma. Nothing is also everything. It is not any particular thing to the exclusion of all else, because it is all things equally. It is the element that makes any form of being or existence possible. It is the "ground of being" (Paul Tillich), the "prime mover" (Aristotle), and even "substance" (Spinoza). Its nature is consciousness without subject or object - or consciousness of which the subject is everywhere and the object is nowhere, as in the Pythagorean definition of God. It is the immediate, real-time source of our own consciousness. It is right here and right now, everywhere and always. It is the source of the vitality of every living being. It is revealed within us when we silence our thoughts and remain attentive. The nature of its revelation is joy, bliss, ecstasy, ananda. As we recognize our selfhood/godhood as Hadit, universal consciousness is revealed to us as Nuit.
 

___
 

[pj] The first two stanza's of HPBs Book of Dzyan states this quite eloquently...
...

8. ALONE THE ONE FORM OF EXISTENCE STRETCHED BOUNDLESS, INFINITE, CAUSELESS, IN DREAMLESS SLEEP; AND LIFE PULSATED UNCONSCIOUS IN UNIVERSAL SPACE, THROUGHOUT THAT ALL-PRESENCE WHICH IS SENSED BY THE OPENED EYE OF THE DANGMA. 
...

2. . . . WHERE WAS SILENCE? WHERE THE EARS TO SENSE IT? NO, THERE WAS NEITHER SILENCE NOR SOUND; NAUGHT SAVE CEASELESS ETERNAL BREATH, WHICH KNOWS ITSELF NOT.
...

6. THESE TWO ARE THE GERM, AND THE GERM IS ONE. THE UNIVERSE WAS STILL CONCEALED IN THE DIVINE THOUGHT AND THE DIVINE BOSOM. . . . 
___
 

 

This is a very interesting passage - thanks for pointing it out. I'm going to have to spend more time with this text before I can say much about it. But meanwhile, please remember that there are three Veils of the Negative enclosing the Tree of Life. Consider also the state of dreamless sleep and how it relates to other levels of consciousness in the microcosm of our own human minds - and the symmetry of the law of Hermes Trismegistus: "That which is Below corresponds to that which is Above, and that which is Above corresponds to that which is Below, to accomplish the miracle of the One Thing." Universal consciousness, like our individual consciousness, may be capable of various states of sleep and waking. This is speculation on my part of course. But the mystical literature is full of accounts that suggest the possibility of conscious consciousness in a state of alert awareness.
 

___
 

[dg] Solipsism (from the Latin "solus" = alone + "ipse" = self) describes a state in which the manifested or incarnate self is severed from its root in the unmanifested domain.

[pj] No... Solipsism (Latin: solus, alone + ipse, self) is the philosophical idea that "My mind is the only thing that I know exists." Solipsism is an epistemological or metaphysical position that knowledge of anything outside the mind is unjustified. The external world and other minds cannot be known and might not exist. In the history of philosophy, solipsism has served as a skeptical hypothesis.
___
 

 

Your statement is of course correct. Take another look at my statement, if you will. We are saying the same thing in two different ways. When the human mind is separated from its ground of being in the unmanifest realm, and thus lacks the intuitive sense of the numinous, it is susceptible to the solipsistic trance.
 

Your links to the Veil of Qesheth article are noted and appreciated.
 

___
 

[pj] To me, Universal Consciousness is the glimpse outside my own mind (the 1)...into the many (the 2); the 0 is not consciousnerss at all.  In the NOT as per HPB above, there is only unconsciousness.
___
 

 

This question must be resolved by direct experience. Once you plunge into the pool, you can no longer doubt the existence of water.
 

___
 

[pj] I don't see any egalitarianism in the spiritual hierarchy; only ruthlessness.
___
 

 

This is the second time you have used this term "ruthless", which means lacking in "rue" ( = sorrow or regret, from the Old English "hreow"), thus a callous disregard for the effects of one's actions on others. I'm not sure exactly what you mean to imply by using this term. Perhaps you could elaborate on this point.
 

___
 

[pj] From what I see you saying, if there is no difference between Atman and Brahman, we can each claim to be Levi in a previous incarnation...after all, there is no difference. 
[dg] I wouldn't take it quite that far. Yes, there is an aspect of every sentient being that is universally identical - a common element - but there is also a law of causation that is inexorable in its effects, and it is this that connects incarnations with the linkage that is perceived as individual identity. The energy that one's actions in the world puts into motion (every action has an equal and opposite reaction) continues to reverberate in the aether (an object in motion tends to continue in motion unless acted upon by an outside force), carrying forward the unique vibration signature that define one's personality, and imprinting its nature into the character of a new incarnation. It is this pattern of causative forces, I believe, that weaves the continuity of personal consciousness into the reincarnating Ruach.

[pj] Your assumption here is that the Ruach automatically holds itself together and that death has no causal effect on the Ruach, but to send it out as one complete being to search for another incarnation. 
___
 

 

No, you have misunderstood my assumption. Please allow me to clarify. My assumption is that consciousness is not fundamentally a quality of the Ruach or incarnate soul, but that consciousness uses the Ruach as a vehicle, an instrument if you will, for interacting with the time/space domain. The Ruach is composed of subtle matter that obeys the laws of physics just as the denser matter of our bodies does. Consciousness itself is not dependent on the Ruach for its existence; it is prior to the Ruach and it will remain after the dissolution of the Ruach. Consciousness itself is a form of energy that cannot be created or destroyed. "If the body of the King dissolve, he will remain in pure ecstasy forever." When the physical body dies, its elements return to the earth; when the Ruach decomposes, its elements return to the mestruum of subtle matter from which it is formed. All of this does not affect the consciousness itself (or Atman) any more than you are affected by changing your clothes. 
 

I call A. E. Housman to the witness stand:
 

From far, from eve and morning
And yon twelve-winded sky,
The stuff of life to knit me
Blew hither; here am I. 
Now - for a breath I tarry
Nor yet disperse apart -
Take my hand quick and tell me,
What have you in your heart. 
Speak now, and I will answer;
How shall I help you, say;
Ere to the wind's twelve quarters
I take my endless way.
After the Ruach has decomposed and returned to the menstruum of subtle matter, the Self (Atman) is no longer manifest in space and time; i.e. is unmanifest. Yet the causative forces resulting from the actions of the deceased still move and vibrate through the menstruum, and eventually this movement will gestate a new embryonic Ruach - an interaction of the paternal energy of motion and the maternal menstruum of subtle matter. The newly forming Ruach or human soul will be imprinted with the unique vibration signature (i.e. identity) of the incarnate self whose actions caused the vibration wave. The Atman, the conscious self, will be drawn back into manifestation, linked with the newly formed soul. There is a breathing out and a breathing in of the Spirit. In the fullness of time the new Ruach will connect with a newly gestating material body, and one day a newborn babe will take its first breath - and here we go again. 
Rather than allowing the Ruach to dissolve into its menstruum, you are suggesting (correct me if I'm wrong) maintaining it intact through more than one material incarnation. I am wondering how that differs phenomenologically from allowing the Ruach to dissolve and re-form. If the work one has completed on the initiate path is reflected or encoded in the karmic vibration wave that fathers the new vehicle, it would seem that you could re-create yourself pretty much as you were and continue on from where you left off. Perhaps here again we are looking at the same process in two different ways. 
___
 

I see death as more catastrophic to the complex web of consciousnesses that are a part of any human body, should not the energy matrices of these consciousnesses be yoked and harnassed by the emergent and self-created (after all, we are gods) central consciousness that we call the Higher Self.
___
 

 

Rather than self-created, I would say self-realized. The Self/Atman/consciousness cannot be created or destroyed. Also, the term "consciousnesses" [plural] is misleading; I would suggest "manifestations of consciousness" instead. This is not trivial as it may appear, but an important distinction. All living beings are nested complexes of smaller beings, just as all are components of larger beings. All levels of being, from the subatomic to the megagalactic, manifest consciousness in their own way. Each conscious entity at every level is rooted in the unmanifest domain of pure consciousness. Each is a unique expression of the self-same cosmic unity. When each being says, "I am," it may refer to the unique expression of individuality, or to the common root of unity - both are real, true, holy. But the manifested forms are subject to change (i.e. death), while the conscious essence will remain ever as it was.
 

The catastrophic view of death seems to be rebuked by AL II,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." 
 

Life does not go out like a candle; it goes out like the breath. Where does the breath go when it goes out? Into the reservoir of air. Does the breath cease to be when it goes out? No, its constituent atoms and molecules continue as they will within or without the lungs. Is there an identity between the breath that was exhaled and the next breath that will be inhaled? The identity exists in the pattern of motion, not in the specific atoms of matter. 
 

***
 

Shekinah
 

Fire, water, air, earth
Brought my human soul to birth.
Earth, air, water, fire
Filled my heart with sweet desire.
Water, fire, earth, air
Formed the roses in my hair.
Air, fire, earth, water - 
I am Heaven's holy daughter.
 

- from "Word Music" <http://www.luminist.org/bookstore/word_music.htm>
 

***
Fiat Lux
Dale
Hi Dale,
93
Actually I remain eager to move this conversation in a more empirical and experimental direction.  Despite any objections or disagreements I may or may not have with your perspective, I remain open to your discussion on the experiment that will as you say, prove that Brahma and Atman are one in the same.
Oddly enough, that's exactly what I've been trying to do. We've exchanged a lot of theoretical ideas, enough so that we should have a pretty good idea of where we are each coming from. So, how do we reduce these ideas to a testable proposition?
My suggestion that the proposition "Atman = Brahman" (A = B) is empirically testable derives from four decades of personal research in which I have learned to enter a state in which this fact is self-evidently obvious, both on my own and in group settings in which the experience has been shared with others.
My thinking is that, if the procedure for entering this state is identified in an unambiguous manner, anyone who chooses to can follow the necessary steps and enter this state, and then evaluate independently whether the conclusions I have drawn are legitimate.
When the experience is shared in a group setting, it is possible for participants to mutually examine its nature and communicate with each other about it in a manner that transcends some of the limitations of verbal speech. My experiences of this type in the past have involved the physical presence of the experimenters in one location. I do not know how transferable this type of experiment might be to a virtually shared environment utilizing electronic media - this is a new frontier of research. It may be that a type of "shaktipat" is involved that requires actual physical proximity. But since it is also possible to enter this state independently through solitary work, my thinking is that it should be possible to work out an experimental protocol which independent investigators can follow in an agreed upon manner, just as independent researchers in the fields of chemistry or astronomy can replicate each other's experiments and verify their results.
The necessary steps would appear to include (1) "set" (personal preparation of the experimenter), (2) "setting" (preparation of the place of working), (3) "techniques" (specific procedures to be followed in a controlled manner), and (4) "fuels" (ingestible sacraments of sufficient quality and quantity to aid the achievement of escape velocity from the personal karmic gravity well - this 4th step being optional but very helpful, especially during the initial trials).
In my previous correspondence (under the "the practical side" subject heading) I attempted to begin the discussion of step (1) - which seemed like a logical place to start - with a recapitulation of highlights from Patanjali's eight limbs of yoga. There are of course other ways this topic could be addressed, but this seemed like a good one. Of course if you are already familiar with this material, there is no need to reinvent the wheel by going over it, but my thinking was that a review of the salient points would aid us in developing a common language with which to discuss the subtle matters involved in the experiment.
So, where do we go from here? Perhaps I should throw the floor open for questions. I am prepared to elaborate at any required length on any of the points I have mentioned.
The problem with your proposal is that assuming one successful gets into this "state" and presumably 'becomes' Brahman, one then must return to differentiated or 'normal' consciousness to relate the experience.    Any relation here, would be connected with egoic conditioning and preconceived ideas.  In my own meditation practice, I've gotten to the point that there was neither object nor subject and I remain in diametrical disagreement to your postulate.  So already, there is one to contradict your proposed findings, which fails the scientific measure: an experiment repeatable in different places at different times and by different people.
 

___
 

[dg] The error of exoteric religion is to mistake the colored light for the whole light. 

[pj] No...they never really get a glimpse of this light; even as they ignore and dismiss their dreams, which remain a constant mystery to them.  Their perceptions account for little if anything at all and are all but completely absent in their zombified lifestyles.
Here we seem to have a disagreement. In my dialogues with believers in various exoteric systems I have occasionally discerned elements of valid gnosis mixed with elements of confusion and error. This leads me to believe that all the religions, philosophies and beliefs extant in the world contain seeds of truth which those who have genuine aspiration can use to make progress toward self-realization. 
And I would disagree with this, for the sole reason that they are "believers"--beholden to superstitions that suit their personalities, which is why you find their minds to be an admixture of confusion and error.  That a seemingly lofty statement or observation may come from them bears no indication of Gnosis at all...more like finding a floating pearl in the pigpen.  They've already ripped up the necklace; torn by the confusion of their minds.  Gnosis needs first and foremost, a clear mind.
I am reminded of the admonition of Liber Librae: "...take heed that thou blaspheme not the name by which another knoweth his god." 
Are you suggesting that in disagreeing with you, I am blashpheming your god?  The keyword in the phrase would be "knoweth".  Most people are too busy BELIEVING in a god...never knowing, which is Gnosis; most people are simply inventing their own gods of convenience.  And most people interpreting the phrase think that this means one has to BELIEVE in everyone else's god, which is the flaw in the mindset of those influenced by the democratic egalitarianism that is so prevalent in our "PC" culture.  To quote Patti Smith: "Jesus died for somebody's sins but not mine."  So know, I don't believe in the scarecrow called Jesus, and I don't believe in anything at all.  There is that that I know and that that I don't know.  My journey through the working system of the A.'.A.'. has brought me along but so far, to finding my personal god (called the H.G.A.), but that is all and I don't presume to know anything beyond this; whether by deduction, induction or otherwise.
AL III.51:  "With my Hawk's head I peck at the eyes of Jesus as he hangs upon the cross."
AL III.52:  "I flap my wings in the face of Mohammed & blind him."
AL III.53:  "With my claws I tear out the flesh of the Indian and the Buddhist, Mongol and Din."
AL III.54:  "Bahlasti!  Ompehda!  I spit on your crapulous creeds."
I feel certain that Crowley included this Golden Dawn document into his Thelemic outline because of its strong elemental and moral teaching.  But the mystical formula of Yeheshua is far different from the specter (and slave-driving) egregore that is called Jesus.  And so are those phantoms called Allah, Buddha and Jehovah...as well as Krsna.  But that so many are attached to these cheap idols, I'm not surprised that this line from Liber Librae is so often and so completely misinterpreted.  The knee-jerk feel-goodism that this line brings to the self-righteous serves well to serves well to point out to us those that are conditioned by the democratic acculturation; having lost the obvious hierarchical differences amongst our race.
When a revelation is newly fledged with "fresh fever from the skies", it contains a higher percentage of "clear light" - still not 100%, because it must come through the channel of the human mind - but over time each prophetic lineage becomes shadowed with dogma and superstition until it becomes like the valley of dry bones in the vision of the prophet Jeremiah (chapter 37). Yet grains of the original revelation still may be found among the dust by those who aspire to find them.
I'm sorry, nice poetry...but I don't buy it.  Just because someone finds a pearl in the pigpen, doesn't mean they'll ever see it shine...it's still swimming in mud, shit and urine.
___
 

AL I.42:  "Let it be that state of manyhood bound and loathing.  So with thy all; thou hast no right but to do thy will."

[pj] The "manyhood" that are all these egos, need the force of all these egos to formulate the Will and act with a pure expression.  In other words, its gonna take all you got to congeal the Ruach...a formidable task.
You describe "that which is below" very well. I merely point out that it is like that which is above - that there is a symmetry between the microcosm (the sub-egos that compose the Ruach) and the macrocosm (the individual selves that compose the Universal Self).
The symmetry that you speak of, I say, is more than likely, only perceptible by the Adept.  And for that, I suspect that even the Adept cannot perceive this.  From my point-of-view it is presumptuous to pretend that by deduction, we have any knowledge of what is beyond the Veil of the Abyss.  What I see happening over time, is that a regular practice became instituted amongst gurus (tricksters; the lot of them) to pretend that they knew and to hold that over their slaves/chelas.  This got repeated with each new generation of lazy oafs (gurus) in order to maintain their slave-herds.  And of course, they left it to themselves to declare to the slave, whether or not he was enlightened.  And of course, no slave has ever been willingly emancipated by his master without a fee.
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.  I think not...I think I'm simply not acknowledging your chosen fantasia...and more than likely, you feel I'm simply not acknowledging my own.
___
 

[pj] If you have not found your own Sun; perfected your Adepthood and attained the K&C, why would you expect that you can yet have the greater samadhi of Universal Consciousness. 
Because even a blade of grass has some awareness of universal consciousness. It is the background and substratum of all being. It lurks always just behind our conscious thoughts - when the thoughts are silenced its presence begins to be noticeable. 
Nice poetry...that's about all...very egalitarian.
___
 

Certainly consciousness grows as we develop our ability to perceive the Astral and should telephathy birth empathy, we expand our consciousness yet that much more.  But for the singular mind to take in the breadth and depth of the Universal Mind when it has yet to concieve itself is sheer folly.
Indeed - yet, as William Blake reminds us, "If a fool shall persist in his folly, he shall become wise." 
Yes, and heaven is open to even the simple-minded....rofl.
___
 

[dg] Long story short, if one's personal sun perfectly reflects the actual sun, one has true information about reality; if there is a discrepancy, one is living in illusion. 

[pj] Yes, we can deduct and especially through the Universal Laws of Thoth (particulary: As above, so below), that our personal Sun is a reflection of that Sun that belongs to the larger solar system.  This is truly informative, but it is only a deduction based on the acceptance of the postulate.  There is yet no empirical or experiential data in this; Gnosis is not obtained by this deduction.
Once again: the intuition is primary; the deduction is secondary. By "intuition" I mean knowledge that is accessed directly without the mediation of the word or the rational intellect. 
But another can intuit that originally, frogs came from birds eggs...by what means do we validate our intuition?  The 'Ideal World' of Plato was a place of forms, which in Magick are interpreted as symbols.  With the exception of those adhering to the ego-loser philosophies, those philosophical forms are worked into tools that help us to apprehend and take hold of the Ruach with the aim towards its congelation.  This is the below, evolving.  Both by deduction and my own intuition, I know there is also an involutionary force acting upon my Soul...so we do agree--to a point.  But I say that I will not come to Gnosis of this until I myself, become NOT, at which point there will be 'no one' to contain this Gnosis.  Indeed, in search of this, the Exempt Adept proclaims him or herself a 'Babe of the Abyss' by declaring: "I will interpret every phenomenon as a particular dealing of God with my soul."  Indeed, the Practicus of the A.'.A.'. is preparing for this in his or her work with the Cup; that which is to receive the holy radiance; that divine flow of Prana that is indeed behind all impressions as made on the Pantacle (A Neophyte task in the A.'.A.'.).  But that we know this radiance is there, doesn't mean that we know of its nature, we simply know that it is there.  Whatever equivalence this has with the microcosmic Universe is beyond us to truly express, nor can we of that in itself; though we can portray this holiness in our ecstasies and our activities as well as in our art and science.
___
 

[dg] If you choose to be Hadit, then Hadit will be what you *are* - your essence, your true nature, your identity. This process of "being Hadit" involves uniting the personal sun with the actual sun. This relates to the yogic trance of dhyana and the sephira of Tiphereth.

[pj] This does not follow in my view.  I do not see Hadit uniting with some grand Hadit; Hadit unites with Nuit. 
Exactly. The expression "uniting the personal sun with the actual sun" does not imply a lesser Hadit and a greater Hadit as you suggest; rather it is the human ego recognizing the true nature of its own essence as Hadit. Once the individual self realizes its identity with Hadit, it is able to worship and unite with the universal self, Nuit. The first half of the equation is realization of Atman; the second is its equilibration with Brahman. This first half appears to be similar to what you may mean by "coagulation of the Ruach", although I believe it is an error to equate Ruach with Atman. Rather, Ruach is the vehicle or sheath that Atman uses to interact with the space/time domain.
This is perhaps the essential point where we disagree.  I do not see one lesser ego or one united ego to be transformed into Hadit.  I see a host of egos, all that emanate from the various consciousnesses of the body and into the emotional complex; that is then yet fortified by an intellectual examination, from an intellect that is itself a conglomerate of little egos.  The uniting of all these egos into one overseeing and superior ego creates the Higher Self.  The body itself is a collection of those materialized and crystallized fragments that are gathered together from the dispersions of the many Ruachs regularly dispersing in the Aethyr.  Beyond this Aethyr is the Abyss...but one has to avoid the dispersion to get that far.  This is evolution.  The ratiating source from the NOT, that we perceive and intuit as holy is the emotive response to the magnetic attraction of this opposing pole.
___
 

[pj] There are no absolutes, change equals stability.  Per the Cosmic Law of Thoth that states that everything is in a state of constant vibration and eternal movement, the only absolute truth can be NOT, which itself is ineffable (incomprehensible).
Ineffable does not mean incomprehensible; it means inexpressible in words. To deny the reality of nonverbal comprehension would be to deny half of your own psychic being.
Also, please note that you have used an absolute (the Law of Thoth) to deny the existence of absolutes. I'd say that this question deserves further contemplation.
Yes, absolutely...there are no absolutes...a paradox worth an entirely separate line of investigation.  After all, the only constant in the Universe is Change...as much as the ego-losers abhor this.  For that matter, in their cognitive dissonance, they completely ignore this.
___
 

[dg] The alternative, that there is no ultimate reality or that knowledge of such is impossible, is philosophical nihilism - as Freidrich Nietzsche expresses it in /Will to Power/: "Every belief, every considering something true, is necessarily false because there is simply no true world."

[pj] Neitzche was not a nihilist.  The Will to Power for him was the natural tendency (when expressed wholesomely) to reach above ourselves.  
The debate about whether Nietzsche was a Nihilist is still raging in academic circles, and I am not qualified to take a position one way or the other. But it is agreed by all that he is one of the most well known philosophers to seriously discuss the subject of Nihilism. And the quote I selected is what I was citing, rather than Nietzsche's worldview or body of work, which I am still perusing. (Coincidentally, I just found a copy of his first book, /The Birth of Tragedy/, at a rummage sale.) The point I was trying to focus on here was the question of whether or not ultimate reality exists and/or is knowable.
How about contemplating the ultimate reality as infinite and therefore unknowable: NOT...?
___
 

 

[dg] The intuition is a faculty of the Lower Astral and in my view, without the Veil of Qesheth.  Another can claim that he or she has intuited Jesus waiting above the North Pole for us all to find him.  While the intuition opens the door to higher faculties, it's determinations should be met with great skepticism.
We are not talking about the same intuition, apparently.The intuition I am referring to is a quality of Binah and may also be called "understanding", being a function of the part of the self called Neshama. The example you cite would not be intuition but an illusion mistaken for intuition. 
I'm sorry, I don't buy this rationalization.
___
 

 

[pj] I don't see any egalitarianism in the spiritual hierarchy; only ruthlessness.
This is the second time you have used this term "ruthless", which means lacking in "rue" ( = sorrow or regret, from the Old English "hreow"), thus a callous disregard for the effects of one's actions on others. I'm not sure exactly what you mean to imply by using this term. Perhaps you could elaborate on this point.
First, you should read Castaneda and his ideas on the ruthless hunt for power and the ruthlessness of the Warrior (cf. my article: The Syncretic Nature of Thelema), and then you may consider the following:
AL II.17:  “Hear me, ye people of sighing!

             The sorrows of pain and regret

           Are left to the dead and the dying,

             The folk that not know me as yet.”
AL II.21:  "We have nothing with the  outcast and the unfit: let them die in their misery.  For they feel not.  Compassion is the vice of kings: stamp down the wretched & the weak: this is the law of the strong: this is our law and the joy of the world.  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.  Nuit!  Hadit!  Ra-Hoor-Khuit!  The Sun, Strength & Sight, Light; these are for the servants of the Star & the Snake."

___
 

 

[pj] From what I see you saying, if there is no difference between Atman and Brahman, we can each claim to be Levi in a previous incarnation...after all, there is no difference. 
[dg] I wouldn't take it quite that far. Yes, there is an aspect of every sentient being that is universally identical - a common element - but there is also a law of causation that is inexorable in its effects, and it is this that connects incarnations with the linkage that is perceived as individual identity. The energy that one's actions in the world puts into motion (every action has an equal and opposite reaction) continues to reverberate in the aether (an object in motion tends to continue in motion unless acted upon by an outside force), carrying forward the unique vibration signature that define one's personality, and imprinting its nature into the character of a new incarnation. It is this pattern of causative forces, I believe, that weaves the continuity of personal consciousness into the reincarnating Ruach.

[pj] Your assumption here is that the Ruach automatically holds itself together and that death has no causal effect on the Ruach, but to send it out as one complete being to search for another incarnation. 
No, you have misunderstood my assumption. Please allow me to clarify. My assumption is that consciousness is not fundamentally a quality of the Ruach or incarnate soul, but that consciousness uses the Ruach as a vehicle, an instrument if you will, for interacting with the time/space domain. The Ruach is composed of subtle matter that obeys the laws of physics just as the denser matter of our bodies does. Consciousness itself is not dependent on the Ruach for its existence; it is prior to the Ruach and it will remain after the dissolution of the Ruach. Consciousness itself is a form of energy that cannot be created or destroyed. "If the body of the King dissolve, he will remain in pure ecstasy forever." When the physical body dies, its elements return to the earth; when the Ruach decomposes, its elements return to the mestruum of subtle matter from which it is formed. All of this does not affect the consciousness itself (or Atman) any more than you are affected by changing your clothes. 
And I say matter and substance is also consciousness...it is not something inert that consciousness preys upon for its own ends.
After the Ruach has decomposed and returned to the menstruum of subtle matter, the Self (Atman) is no longer manifest in space and time; i.e. is unmanifest. Yet the causative forces resulting from the actions of the deceased still move and vibrate through the menstruum, and eventually this movement will gestate a new embryonic Ruach - an interaction of the paternal energy of motion and the maternal menstruum of subtle matter. The newly forming Ruach or human soul will be imprinted with the unique vibration signature (i.e. identity) of the incarnate self whose actions caused the vibration wave. The Atman, the conscious self, will be drawn back into manifestation, linked with the newly formed soul. There is a breathing out and a breathing in of the Spirit. In the fullness of time the new Ruach will connect with a newly gestating material body, and one day a newborn babe will take its first breath - and here we go again. 
And I say that the causative forces that vibrate through the menstruum are themselves particles of consciousness and are the once connected Atman and are now that same Atman in pieces...each piece free to join up with new potential coagulates.
Rather than allowing the Ruach to dissolve into its menstruum, you are suggesting (correct me if I'm wrong) maintaining it intact through more than one material incarnation. I am wondering how that differs phenomenologically from allowing the Ruach to dissolve and re-form. If the work one has completed on the initiate path is reflected or encoded in the karmic vibration wave that fathers the new vehicle, it would seem that you could re-create yourself pretty much as you were and continue on from where you left off. Perhaps here again we are looking at the same process in two different ways. 
If as you say the Ruach reforms, then with what?...other elements of consciousness...parts of other once conjoined Ruachs.  In this way, death is an Alchemical process with the dross being separated from the fine.
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Hello Paul,
 

Onward...
___
 

The problem with your proposal is that assuming one successful gets into this "state" and presumably 'becomes' Brahman, one then must return to differentiated or 'normal' consciousness to relate the experience.    Any relation here, would be connected with egoic conditioning and preconceived ideas. 
___
Rather than "'becomes' Brahman" I would say "becomes aware of Brahman" - in other words recognizing an always existing condition that has previously gone unnoticed. 
 

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.
___
 

 In my own meditation practice, I've gotten to the point that there was neither object nor subject and I remain in diametrical disagreement to your postulate.
___
 

 

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. 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.
 

Can you elaborate on exactly what you mean by "the point that there was neither subject nor object"? I know pretty much what I would mean if I said that, but from our correspondence to date I'm not at all sure how our understandings of this phrase would match up. If there is consciousness happening, the natural assumption is that there must be a conceiver (subject) and that which is conceived (object). If consciousness is occurring but there is neither conceiver nor conceived - neither an "I" nor a "Thou" - then exactly what kind of consciousness is being described? If you can come up with a better way of describing this state that Atman = Brahman, I would like to hear it.
 

How does your experience of this state relate to your previous statement: "In my glimpses, I have observed still that which is 'I' and that which is 'Not-I' and I have marvelled at the interplay."? 
 

___
 

Here we seem to have a disagreement. In my dialogues with believers in various exoteric systems I have occasionally discerned elements of valid gnosis mixed with elements of confusion and error. This leads me to believe that all the religions, philosophies and beliefs extant in the world contain seeds of truth which those who have genuine aspiration can use to make progress toward self-realization. 

And I would disagree with this, for the sole reason that they are "believers"--beholden to superstitions that suit their personalities, which is why you find their minds to be an admixture of confusion and error.  
___
 

 

The first principle imparted in Liber AL is: "Every man and every woman is a star". "Every" means "every". Every incarnate soul has the potential to realize its own starry nature. Yes, this implies egalitarianism in a sense. No matter who you are, from the wealthiest lord to the humblest deadbeat bum, you are a star. This is the revelation of Atman. The ruthlessness of "If he be a King thou canst not hurt him" must be balanced against this egalitarian premise. See Liber Aleph ch. 23 for more on this.
 

The second principle imparted in Liber AL is: "Every number is infinite; there is no difference." This is the revelation of Brahman.
 

Each of us is at a different point on the path of self-realization; some are descending deeper into illusion (confusion and error), some are rising toward gradually clearer comprehension of their star-nature. There is no single cult, religion, philosophy or belief system, no guru or initiate that has a monopoly on truth; all human viewpoints are to some degree admixtures of truth and error  - the only exception being the legendary Ipsissimus of the GWB. Some obviously have a higher percentage of truth than others, but what a particular soul needs to apprehend truth most efficiently in relation to hir unique karma/dharma formula may possibly be found in any number of places, even perhaps in the apparently most unlikely place.
 

___
 

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

Are you suggesting that in disagreeing with you, I am blashpheming your god? 
___
 

 

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".  ;~>
 

Nevertheless, I regard this document (Liber Librae) as an essential part of the canon of the initiate tradition which we may return to often to gain guidance and perspective in the issues that confront us as the work progresses.
 

___
 

Just because someone finds a pearl in the pigpen, doesn't mean they'll ever see it shine...it's still swimming in mud, shit and urine.
___
 

 

True enough... but then again, there is always a chance that they *will* find it and be able to use it as a catalyst for further learning. 
 

___
 

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. 
___
 

 

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. 
 

___
 

But another can intuit that originally, frogs came from birds eggs...by what means do we validate our intuition?
___
 

 

By what means do we verify that our intuitions are genuine? By the syncretic/eclectic method of skeptical analysis. 
 

syncretic = open-minded reception of information from all available sources.
 

eclectic = selecting from each of these sources only those elements which survive exacting scrutiny and comparative analysis (the "golden thread").
 

skeptical = an attitude of suspended judgment and continued testing of all propositions.
 

It should be noted that a true skeptical attitude is not biased either for or against any conclusion, but is impartial at each step of the process. A preponderance of evidence may suggest acceptance of tentative conclusions, but these are in turn always subject to continued skeptical analysis.
 

 

 

 

 

___
 

Both by deduction and my own intuition, I know there is also an involutionary force acting upon my Soul...so we do agree--to a point.  But I say that I will not come to Gnosis of this until I myself, become NOT, at which point there will be 'no one' to contain this Gnosis. 
___
 

 

Question: What is the difference between "I myself, become NOT" and the idea of "ego death" that you so vehemently deride and despise? 
 

Answer: Obviously these are two ways of talking about the same event. 
 

___
 

But that we know this radiance is there, doesn't mean that we know of its nature, we simply know that it is there.  
___
 

 

That's a good starting point for examination of its nature.
 

If you are saying that we *cannot* know the nature of the radiance descending upon us from the Supernal realm, that would be an agnostic position as compared with my assertion that intimations of its true nature may in fact be possible - a gnostic position. As with any such thesis/antithesis conjugation, there is truth in both perspectives. The method suggested by Liber Aleph ch. 23, Liber Tzaddi, etc., is for each of us to seek the truth in the position which we feel most instinctively opposed to or repelled by.
 

___
 

[dg] The expression "uniting the personal sun with the actual sun" does not imply a lesser Hadit and a greater Hadit as you suggest; rather it is the human ego recognizing the true nature of its own essence as Hadit. Once the individual self realizes its identity with Hadit, it is able to worship and unite with the universal self, Nuit. The first half of the equation is realization of Atman; the second is its equilibration with Brahman. This first half appears to be similar to what you may mean by "coagulation of the Ruach", although I believe it is an error to equate Ruach with Atman. Rather, Ruach is the vehicle or sheath that Atman uses to interact with the space/time domain.
[pj] This is perhaps the essential point where we disagree.  I do not see one lesser ego or one united ego to be transformed into Hadit.  I see a host of egos, all that emanate from the various consciousnesses of the body and into the emotional complex; that is then yet fortified by an intellectual examination, from an intellect that is itself a conglomerate of little egos.
___
 

 

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. 
___
 

The uniting of all these egos into one overseeing and superior ego creates the Higher Self. 
___ 
Once again I must point out that the Atman or Higher Self is defined as that which is uncreated.
___ 

 

The body itself is a collection of those materialized and crystallized fragments that are gathered together from the dispersions of the many Ruachs regularly dispersing in the Aethyr.  
___
 

 

Within every one of those fragments - and within every discrete particle that makes up those fragments - exists Atman fully present in its totality. Is it recognized as such in a particular manifestation? Perhaps not at all; perhaps partially - each individual case is unique.
 

See: "The Universe as a Hologram" by Michael Talbot http://twm.co.nz/hologram.html
 

___
 

[dg] Also, please note that you have used an absolute (the Law of Thoth) to deny the existence of absolutes. I'd say that this question deserves further contemplation.

[pj] Yes, absolutely...there are no absolutes...a paradox worth an entirely separate line of investigation.  After all, the only constant in the Universe is Change...as much as the ego-losers abhor this.  For that matter, in their cognitive dissonance, they completely ignore this.
___
 

 

This discussion gets murky when you refer to "the ego-losers". Are you referring to me or my ideas by this phrase? Or whom exactly?
 

Who is it that abhors the change = stability idea? Can you give an example of what you are referring to?
 

Exactly what "cognitive dissonance" are you referring to?
 

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.
 

___
 

[dg] The point I was trying to focus on here was the question of whether or not ultimate reality exists and/or is knowable. 

[pj] How about contemplating the ultimate reality as infinite and therefore unknowable: NOT...?
___
 

 

To say "infinite and therefore unknowable" is tantamount to denying the possibility of Samadhi, Satori, Nirvana, Cosmic Consciousness, and the Beatific Vision. This is at the least an agnostic position and ultimately nihilist. This can't be what you intend, so perhaps you are using the word "unknowable" in a sense restricted to ratiocination and divorced from (genuine) intuition. In this sense, you do have a valid point, as rational knowledge cannot ascend beyond da'ath. But, as I pointed out previously, intuition is a function of Binah. This is not a private doctrine of mine, but a standard element of Qabalistic lore... e.g. http://www.wisdomsdoor.com/tol/binah.shtml for one example out of hundreds.
 

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."
___
 

[dg] I'm not sure exactly what you mean to imply by using this term [ruthlessness]. Perhaps you could elaborate on this point. 

First, you should read Castaneda and his ideas on the ruthless hunt for power and the ruthlessness of the Warrior... 
___
 

 

I have had great respect for Castaneda's tales since they began to appear in the 1970s. I appreciate and agree with your recognition of this body of work as a part of the gnostic tradition.
 

As for AL II.17-21, I'm sure you know that I am familiar with these verses. In my view these are among the parts of this text that can be most easily misunderstood by the unwary. We have discussed some of this already. "The sorrows of pain and regret" of verse 17 relates directly and precisely to the Buddhist conception of Samsara. "The folk that not know me [Hadit] as yet" are those who are bound to the wheel of lives and deaths by ignorance (avidya). "Knowing Hadit" is prajna or the liberating gnosis. 
The command of verse 21 to "stamp down the wretched & the weak" is an instruction to the aspirant to discover the wretched and weak aspects of hir own character and eliminate them - specifically those parts of one's character that will interfere with one's spiritual practice. Long story short, these verses are (in my opinion) a metaphorical description of the process of obtaining the realization of Atman - the one "stable" or unchanging element in a universe of change.
 

Fiat Lux
Dale
Hi Dale,
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The problem with your proposal is that assuming one successful gets into this "state" and presumably 'becomes' Brahman, one then must return to differentiated or 'normal' consciousness to relate the experience.    Any relation here, would be connected with egoic conditioning and preconceived ideas. 
Rather than "'becomes' Brahman" I would say "becomes aware of Brahman" - in other words recognizing an always existing condition that has previously gone unnoticed. 
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.
But I don't see this.  Everyone who claims to have had this experience, comes back with a different idea of it; tracing one's footsteps (a poetic allusion I really don't understand in this context, as it really is a vague response) produces different dogmas and differing perceptions of the truth.  That is why we have all these schizm-ing religions.  If founded by one, such as Buddhism, there are many schisms with severe disagreements on the 'truth.'  And if founded by several or many, such as Christianity or Hinduism, we have plenty of factions at the outset; before any schism can occur (and which is a built-in decadence in all these religions).
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.  The Guru is eventually even undone by his or her sycophants in an orgy of master-worship, which is little more than the ancestor worship of our more primitive forbears.  And the self-righteous propaganda that they perpetuate provides a knee-jerk response in those so inclined that convinces them that they're spiritual intuition is accurately profound.
___
 

 

 In my own meditation practice, I've gotten to the point that there was neither object nor subject and I remain in diametrical disagreement to your postulate.
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. 
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.
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.
Yes, the experience is important; but it is more than experience as it ultimately transforms the personality; even eventually, congealing the Ruach.
Can you elaborate on exactly what you mean by "the point that there was neither subject nor object"? I know pretty much what I would mean if I said that, but from our correspondence to date I'm not at all sure how our understandings of this phrase would match up. If there is consciousness happening, the natural assumption is that there must be a conceiver (subject) and that which is conceived (object). If consciousness is occurring but there is neither conceiver nor conceived - neither an "I" nor a "Thou" - then exactly what kind of consciousness is being described? If you can come up with a better way of describing this state that Atman = Brahman, I would like to hear it.
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).
How does your experience of this state relate to your previous statement: "In my glimpses, I have observed still that which is 'I' and that which is 'Not-I' and I have marvelled at the interplay."? 
This is a set of different experiences that occur for me, more often and without the yogic practices; but may be more the by-product of my collected work, including my intellectual and emotional development.  The emerging feeling of "I" as that in which I find myself in some distant (yet) Gnostic Dialogue with the single, yet silent voice that seems to be emerging as I begin to see the totality of all my life's experiences, choices and synchronicities; along with the specific tasks given to me in my A.'.A.'. work (such as the development of the 'automatic consciousness', which I call 'moving Soul') that more fully affirm my observations.  And in this seemingly exalted-egoic state (HADIT) I simultaneously develop an empathic feeling that allows me to see plants and rocks vibrating and all the tendrils of consiousness that humans let swim through each other and through their environment (the fabric of NUIT).
All of this is very conscious and produces a strong sense of "certainty" that is the promise of NUIT.  Yet this is not something I can convey; except maybe telepathically with those that might in themselves find some resonance with the sub-atomic waves my mind must put out.  Thus my students in their connection with me on an interpersonal level (and because I strive so hard to befriend and love them) may connect with me in some sort of shakti-pat.  But I try not to then propagandize them with my own personal doctrine and honor their pure expression of Will in an attempt to midwife their own birthing process while ruthlessly insisting they pull up their own boot-straps...a rather delicate balance between effort and the lack thereof.
___
 

 

Here we seem to have a disagreement. In my dialogues with believers in various exoteric systems I have occasionally discerned elements of valid gnosis mixed with elements of confusion and error. This leads me to believe that all the religions, philosophies and beliefs extant in the world contain seeds of truth which those who have genuine aspiration can use to make progress toward self-realization. 

And I would disagree with this, for the sole reason that they are "believers"--beholden to superstitions that suit their personalities, which is why you find their minds to be an admixture of confusion and error.  
The first principle imparted in Liber AL is: "Every man and every woman is a star". "Every" means "every". Every incarnate soul has the potential to realize its own starry nature. Yes, this implies egalitarianism in a sense. No matter who you are, from the wealthiest lord to the humblest deadbeat bum, you are a star. This is the revelation of Atman. The ruthlessness of "If he be a King thou canst not hurt him" must be balanced against this egalitarian premise. See Liber Aleph ch. 23 for more on this.
In De Nuptiis Mysticis, Crowley is writing to his 'Magickal Son' who is at this point, a Babe of the Abyss as Crowley is assuming the mantle of Master of the Temple.  The alleghory of the "ultimate Marriage with the Universe whose Consummation shall destroy thee utterly, leaving only the Nothingness, which was before the Beginning" is for an extremely exalted Grade.  To mix this idea into the formula before attaining to Adepthood (first and foremost) is not only an obfuscation in that there is a 'mixing of the planes', but also its application so readily proferred in the ego-loser community results in a counter-libertine set up conditions for those in the ego-loser cliques and ashrams.  These sychophants become diverted from the primary task of first, uniting these many little egos with the Atman that it may then come to the Abyss and receive the potent lesson that the Master Therion has for his Magickal Childe here.
The second principle imparted in Liber AL is: "Every number is infinite; there is no difference." This is the revelation of Brahman.
Each of us is at a different point on the path of self-realization; some are descending deeper into illusion (confusion and error), some are rising toward gradually clearer comprehension of their star-nature. There is no single cult, religion, philosophy or belief system, no guru or initiate that has a monopoly on truth; all human viewpoints are to some degree admixtures of truth and error  - the only exception being the legendary Ipsissimus of the GWB. Some obviously have a higher percentage of truth than others, but what a particular soul needs to apprehend truth most efficiently in relation to hir unique karma/dharma formula may possibly be found in any number of places, even perhaps in the apparently most unlikely place.
I don't see Brahman being expressed or the nature of Brahman being expressed through the assertion of every number being infinite.  Rather I see an assertion that the Atman itself is omniscient, omnipotent and omnipresent, which is why I can perceive Universal Consciousness as described above in this post and yet differentiated from the Samadic-seeming experience that I described yet, above that in this post, in which there was neither 'I' nor 'thou'.  The latter may have some portent for the Abyss experience contained within it, but is yet incomprehensible to me.  And I am unwilling to admit any speculation on this to confound the intensely difficult work before me, in congealing all my own petty little egos to the yoke of the Silent Self.  In other words, I have not yet built the ego that I will ultimately surrender at the Abyss.
This is as much as even Shakespeare seems to describe in the efforts of Prospero in 'The Tempest'.  Prospero first fully develops his ego in at first being so strong a character that he is banished from the kingdom (a crucifixion) with also the accompaniament of his daughter (his immortality)...and then later, his perfection in that he uses his Magick to bring the royal court to his island to fully clear his name of the false charges against him (a resurrection) and then takes his Wand (Will) to the Abyss, and there to break it (the proper place for egoic abandonment) that he might forgo his magickal immortality (the daughter to be wed as she is made available to the court with his exile ending...remember, he who would save his life shall lose it) and he becomes finally, human (the projecting back down into the Ruach).
But that rise above the Abyss is not only not dealt with, even symbolically by Shakespeare, nor does any other writer or guru have the capacity.  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.
___
 

 

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

Are you suggesting that in disagreeing with you, I am blashpheming your god? 
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".  ;~>
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.
Nevertheless, I regard this document (Liber Librae) as an essential part of the canon of the initiate tradition which we may return to often to gain guidance and perspective in the issues that confront us as the work progresses.
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?
___
 

 

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. 
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. 
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.
___
 

 

Both by deduction and my own intuition, I know there is also an involutionary force acting upon my Soul...so we do agree--to a point.  But I say that I will not come to Gnosis of this until I myself, become NOT, at which point there will be 'no one' to contain this Gnosis. 
Question: What is the difference between "I myself, become NOT" and the idea of "ego death" that you so vehemently deride and despise? 
Answer: Obviously these are two ways of talking about the same event. 
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.  And at worst for the individual, provides for a mixing of the planes and the inherent confusion that forces one to resort to such things as poeticized proofs to smooth over the rough edges that will then appear to the skeptical mind in order to hold up the cognitive dissonance that develops with the egoic pomposity that develops when one convinces oneself that one has the 'truth'.  This has infected every 'guru' I've encountered, who teaches the ego-loser philosophy...and is one reason why I tell my students I have not the truth and cannot teach it to you.  I have but certain perceptions along this Thelemic path and have walked it far enough that I can assist in you explaining for yourself what you are finding as you are taking those same steps for yourself.  I am not a guru and will even more than likely midwife one or several who will walk past me along this path and perhaps even light the road for steps I've yet to take.
___
 

 

But that we know this radiance is there, doesn't mean that we know of its nature, we simply know that it is there.  
That's a good starting point for examination of its nature.
If you are saying that we *cannot* know the nature of the radiance descending upon us from the Supernal realm, that would be an agnostic position as compared with my assertion that intimations of its true nature may in fact be possible - a gnostic position. As with any such thesis/antithesis conjugation, there is truth in both perspectives. The method suggested by Liber Aleph ch. 23, Liber Tzaddi, etc., is for each of us to seek the truth in the position which we feel most instinctively opposed to or repelled by.
The perception of this radiance is in my view, not agnostic, but quite Gnostic; the semblance of holiness, Thelema teaches, leads to the spectral appearance of the H.G.A. as conducted magickally when the Aethyric particles are whirred into a created substance by which the Silent Self may project itself.  This produces the K&C.  And in the A.'.A.'. program, it is not until the Aspirant-become-Practicus works with the Cup that this can even be readily understood; as the work of the Cup is to learn to perceive and accept this radiance.  But yet, the force of this as the Philosophus discovers, is to be directed to the formulation of this Aethyric matrix for the projection to take place and the Silent inner self to step into the Aethyric stream...for the horizontal to merge with the vertical...the true nature of that symbol called the Cross, which is itself far older than the Christists (who have perverted it) claim.  Finally, the Dominus Liminis prays directly to this projection (creating the Gnostic Dialogue) until its expression is perfected and then again, internalized (a completely Alchemical exercise).
Again, Libers Aleph and Tzaddi are talking about the Abyss experience and the attainment of the yet more exalted Grade of Magus, respectively.  And as I stated above, this is a mixing of the planes...the result of the obfuscation of the Black Lodge, which has infused itself into all of the exoteric religions; and which is why Hadit (again, who opposes the Buddhist proposition so readily adopted by the ego-losers as to seem to them obvious truth and by which they then have often-enough in the past, denounced my opposition to their assertions and have gone out of their way to portray me as evil--so egoic for these guys!--eh?) says in AL:II.5 --
"Behold!  the rituals of the old time are black.  Let the evil ones be cast away; let the good ones be purged by the prophet!  Then shall this Knowledge go aright."
___
 

 

[dg] The expression "uniting the personal sun with the actual sun" does not imply a lesser Hadit and a greater Hadit as you suggest; rather it is the human ego recognizing the true nature of its own essence as Hadit. Once the individual self realizes its identity with Hadit, it is able to worship and unite with the universal self, Nuit. The first half of the equation is realization of Atman; the second is its equilibration with Brahman. This first half appears to be similar to what you may mean by "coagulation of the Ruach", although I believe it is an error to equate Ruach with Atman. Rather, Ruach is the vehicle or sheath that Atman uses to interact with the space/time domain.
[pj] This is perhaps the essential point where we disagree.  I do not see one lesser ego or one united ego to be transformed into Hadit.  I see a host of egos, all that emanate from the various consciousnesses of the body and into the emotional complex; that is then yet fortified by an intellectual examination, from an intellect that is itself a conglomerate of little egos.
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. 
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."
?
___
 

 

The uniting of all these egos into one overseeing and superior ego creates the Higher Self. 
Once again I must point out that the Atman or Higher Self is defined as that which is uncreated.
Then you are saying that this Higher Self is the augoeiades (and as produced in the ancient ritual of the unborn)?  Definitions of the are interesting (and that seem to support my argument quite well; particularly towards the end of the material I've pasted below, where it says that the Augoeides is the major goals of Magick after portraying the Augoeides as an egoic construct of the Ruach--quite antipathetic to all this ego-loser philosophy that has invaded the West, since the time the Hippies took to Hinduism in their unrelenting pursuit of fads):
 

Augoeides

From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia

Jump to: navigation, search
Augoeides is an obscure term meaning "luminous body" and thought to refer to the planets.

[edit] Etymology

It appears that Porphyry used it and Thomas Taylor commented on it. The term is encountered in the literature of Neo-Platonic theurgy and was popularized in the 19th and 20th centuries by the Theosophists and the Hermetic Order of the Golden Dawn.

To quote Thomas Taylor's comment on Porphyry:

We are afterwards sent through ample Elysium, and a few of us possess the joyful plains: till a long period, when the revolving orb of time has perfected its circulation, frees the soul from its concrete stains, and leaves the etherial sense pure, together with the fire (or splendour) of simple ether." For here he evidently conjoins the rational soul, or the etherial sense, with its splendid vehicle, or the fire of simple ether; since it is well known that this vehicle, according to Plato, is rendered by proper purgation 'augoeides', or luciform, and divine. It must here however be observed that souls in these meadows of asphodel, or summit of Pluto's empire, are in a falling state; or in other words through the secret influx of matter begin to desire a terrene situation. And this explains the reason why Hercules in the infernal regions is represented by Homer boasting of his terrene exploits and glorying in his pristine valour; why Achilles laments his situation in these abodes; and souls in general are engaged in pursuits similar to their employment on the earth: for all this is the natural consequence of a propensity to a mortal nature, and a desertion of the regions every way lucid and divine. Let the reader too observe, that, according to the arcana of the Platonic doctrine, the first and truest seat of the soul is in the intelligible world, where she lives entirely divested of body, and enjoys the ultimate felicity of her nature. And this is what Homer divinely insinuates when he says: "after this I saw the Herculean power, or image: but Hercules himself is with the immortal gods, delighting in celestial banquets, and enjoying the beautiful-footed Hebe." Since for the soul to dwell with the gods, entirely separated from its vehicle, is to abide in the intelligible world, and to exercise, as Plotinus expresses it, the more sacred contests of wisdom.

To quote H.P. Blavatsky:

The most substantial difference consisted in the location of the immortal or divine spirit of man. While the ancient Neoplatonists held that the Augoeides never descends hypostatically into the living man, but only more or less sheds its radiance on the inner man – the astral soul – the Kabalists of the Middle Ages maintained that the spirit, detaching itself from the ocean of light and spirit, entered into man's soul, where it remained through life imprisoned in the astral capsule. This difference was the result of the belief of Christian Kabalists, more or less, in the dead letter of the allegory of the fall of man.

 

Augoeides
from: http://www.themystica.com/mystica/articles/a/augoeides.html 



Augoeides (Greek, "shinning image") is a term that has had various definitions within Western occult tradition over the past two thousand years. The Greek Neoplatonic writers of the late Roman period first used it to refer to the Body of Light or the transformed spiritual body worn by the initiate who had overcome the materialism of the physical world.

It was during the period in China, 1906, Aleister Crowley was performing his Sammasati meditations to explore the causal roots of his karma, even though he acknowledged that "cause" itself was an illusory concept, that the term "Augoeides" came into Crowley's thoughts as the name of the central god-form of his Abra-Melin Operation. Augoeides signifies one's Higher Genius in the Golden Dawn teachings, and in classical Greek "glittering" or "self-glittering one," employed in the third century in De Mysteriis by the Neoplatonist Iamblichus. Hence, Augoeides became Crowley's new name for his Holy Guardian Angel.

In current occult literature augoeides is used as a synonym referring to the Holy Guardian Angel, and shares in all the ambiguities of the term.

 

Spiritual - Theosophy Dictionary on Augoeides

Augoeides (from Greek auge bright light, radiance + eidos form, shape)

Bulwer-Lytton in Zanoni adopted the term from Marcus Aurelius (who says that the sphere of the soul is augoeides), using it to denote the radiant spiritual-divine human soul-ego. In Isis Unveiled it denotes the spiritual monad, atma-buddhi, and is collated with the Persian ferouer or feruer, the Platonic nous, etc. In a high degree of initiation the initiant comes face to face with this radiant presence, the luminous radiation streaming from the divine ego at the heart of the monad. When the Augoeides touches with its rays the inferior monads in the human constitution and awakens them to activity, these then becomes the various lower egos or manifested children of the divine ego.

Mysticism Magick Dictionary on AUGOEIDES

AUGOEIDES

From Greek meaning "light vision" or "bright shape", refers to the luminous nature of the higher self. The Causal or Egoic Body. First used by Iamblichus. In Crowley's case this was the mysterious Aiwass. In Bulwer Lytton's Zanoni it is rendered as the "Higher Ego". The knowledge of the Augoeides is one of the major goals of the magician. (See HOLY GUARDIAN ANGEL).

__ 
 

The body itself is a collection of those materialized and crystallized fragments that are gathered together from the dispersions of the many Ruachs regularly dispersing in the Aethyr.  
Within every one of those fragments - and within every discrete particle that makes up those fragments - exists Atman fully present in its totality. Is it recognized as such in a particular manifestation? Perhaps not at all; perhaps partially - each individual case is unique.
See: "The Universe as a Hologram" by Michael Talbot http://twm.co.nz/hologram.html
An interesting text that I've saved in another message to comment on more fully and compare with the GCL document: Liber Vox Viva Voce vel Video; and where I discuss some of the theoretical work on holograms in accord with spiritual considerations.
 

___
 

[dg] Also, please note that you have used an absolute (the Law of Thoth) to deny the existence of absolutes. I'd say that this question deserves further contemplation.

[pj] Yes, absolutely...there are no absolutes...a paradox worth an entirely separate line of investigation.  After all, the only constant in the Universe is Change...as much as the ego-losers abhor this.  For that matter, in their cognitive dissonance, they completely ignore this.
This discussion gets murky when you refer to "the ego-losers". Are you referring to me or my ideas by this phrase? Or whom exactly?
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).  And I say seemingly obvious; most in today's spiritual community so readily and unquestionably accept its tenets that it almost falls beneath their plane of conscious consideration, but upon investigation must yield certain inconsistencies as I've been trying to point out.
Who is it that abhors the change = stability idea? Can you give an example of what you are referring to?
The ego-losers seek the state of peace (chanting incessantly and ignorantly, "Om Shanti" in self-righteousness and turning it into a platitude--war and peace are two sides of the same coin; you can't have one without the other) beyond this world of sorrow.  Change is a part of the world of contending forces; war as much as peace is a part of this cyclic process.  The intolerance of war (with the knee-jerk, feel-goodism that it gives the Hippie and post-Hippie generations) is but a pomposity that gives them a self-righteous, egoic judgmentalism that leads them readily to condemn Thelema as 'evil' and 'satanic'.
Exactly what "cognitive dissonance" are you referring to?
Just do as the ego-losers: stick your fingers in your ears and chant "Om Shanti" and make sure you condemn me or anyone that presents Thelema and the viewpoint that life is pure joy (in its expression as war and its expression as peace; along with all its other expressions).  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 (a repeated experiment that I've performed)...they don't want to listen to what I have to say as they are so very smug in the certainty of their 'truth' (really a truism--platitude).
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.
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.  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.
The unchanging NOT is the ego-loser strong-hold; such cowards that they are:
AL III.57:  "Despise also all cowards; professional soldiers who dare not fight, but play; all fools despise!"
___
 

 

[dg] The point I was trying to focus on here was the question of whether or not ultimate reality exists and/or is knowable. 

[pj] How about contemplating the ultimate reality as infinite and therefore unknowable: NOT...?
To say "infinite and therefore unknowable" is tantamount to denying the possibility of Samadhi, Satori, Nirvana, Cosmic Consciousness, and the Beatific Vision. 
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.
This is at the least an agnostic position and ultimately nihilist. This can't be what you intend, so perhaps you are using the word "unknowable" in a sense restricted to ratiocination and divorced from (genuine) intuition. 
Intuition is such a low and unreliable faculty (of the Yesodic consciousness) and but the undeveloped greater talent that I call prophecy; uniquely connected with the Tower Atu within the Veil of Qesheth and at the plane that connects Hod with Netzach.
In this sense, you do have a valid point, as rational knowledge cannot ascend beyond da'ath. But, as I pointed out previously, intuition is a function of Binah. This is not a private doctrine of mine, but a standard element of Qabalistic lore... e.g. http://www.wisdomsdoor.com/tol/binah.shtml for one example out of hundreds.
Netzach is the lower expression of Binah; I have come across at least one spiritual teacher (Ray Eales, whom I was once a student and who is himself, a strong proponent of the ego-loser philosophy) whom I believe is caught up in the Netzach consciousness and has mistaken it for the Binah consciousness as he has proclaimed himself (to me, privately) as a Master of the Temple (corresponding to Binah).  He uses his ego-loser philosophy to torture his students and manipulate them; even telling them who they can and cannot associate with and creating competition amongst them while always deriding their foibles as products of their failure to lose their egos.  He's been called the "Chinese Thelemite" for his writing of Haikus (though the poetic form is Japanese in origin).
Your reference to authority (Tom DeLiso) in the above link is worthless.  Tom is obviously, yet another pop-guru with disinformation (all these pop-gurus being little more than profiteering jerks).  He translates Neschamah as Intuition?!!!  Where does he get this ubsurd idea from?  A simple perusal of the Internet and any Qabalistic teaching will tell you otherwise, and I quote (http://altreligion.about.com/library/glossary/bldefneschamah.htm):
According to Hebrew Kabbalistic doctrine, neschama is one of the three divisions of the Human soul. Neschamah means, and refers to the divine genius, or superconscious, associated with the realm of Atziluth. The neschama would be equivalkent to Thelema's Holy Guardian Angel.
 

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."
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. "  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).
___
 

[dg] I'm not sure exactly what you mean to imply by using this term [ruthlessness]. Perhaps you could elaborate on this point. 

First, you should read Castaneda and his ideas on the ruthless hunt for power and the ruthlessness of the Warrior... 
I have had great respect for Castaneda's tales since they began to appear in the 1970s. I appreciate and agree with your recognition of this body of work as a part of the gnostic tradition.
As for AL II.17-21, I'm sure you know that I am familiar with these verses. In my view these are among the parts of this text that can be most easily misunderstood by the unwary. We have discussed some of this already. "The sorrows of pain and regret" of verse 17 relates directly and precisely to the Buddhist conception of Samsara. "The folk that not know me [Hadit] as yet" are those who are bound to the wheel of lives and deaths by ignorance (avidya). "Knowing Hadit" is prajna or the liberating gnosis. 
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.
The command of verse 21 to "stamp down the wretched & the weak" is an instruction to the aspirant to discover the wretched and weak aspects of hir own character and eliminate them - specifically those parts of one's character that will interfere with one's spiritual practice. Long story short, these verses are (in my opinion) a metaphorical description of the process of obtaining the realization of Atman - the one "stable" or unchanging element in a universe of change.
First, though there is the internal interpretation of this verse, as you have aptly stated (and is very important), there is also the external application of this verse, which also has merits; once you step outside the PC/Bleeding-Heart-Liberal/Hippie philosophy of the knee-jerk, feel-goodism of the "Om Shanti" ego-losers that protest all wars and are afraid even to step on ants (like that hipocrite they call the Dalai Lama).  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.
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.  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.  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.
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