On 8/6/05, Paul Joseph Rovelli <provelli1@nycap.rr.com> wrote:

> Compassion is a vice for kings...acceptable so long as you don't pretend

> that it's a virtue.  Such self-righteousness the world could do without.

> And for that matter, it generally denigrates the one you're being

> compassionate towards anyway; putting him or her on a lower plane than

> yourself.  The king may enjoy this as he brings some temporary benefit to

> the herded slave.  But this is for his own amusement...a vice.

> 93/93

> pj

Perhaps compassion is the wrong word.  What you seem to understand by

"compassion" is what I would mean by "pity" which is not what I mean

(though Dictionary.com seems to think that they are synonyms).  I do

not consider compassion to be self-righteous at all.  In fact,

compassion, in the way that I mean it, can be a great remedy for

self-righteousness.  Also, it does not and cannot denigrate the one

you are being compassionate for.  If it does, it is not compassion. 

It is most likely pity or contempt which are both disrespectful and

not at all what I mean by compassion.

I consider compassion a sort of sympathy.  (In fact, etymologically,

the two are more similar than compassion and pity.)  Compassion

doesn't mean feeling sorry for another person, but it means

understanding and appreciating what another person is going through. 

Indeed, it is our connection to the rest of humanity.

As I said, perhaps "compassion" is the wrong word.  If you think there

is a better word describing this concept, please tell me.

In light,

-Alessandro

Hi Alessandro,

93

Yes, in your case, you used compassion incorrectly; and more, sympathy is a synonym for pity as well.  I think empathy is the word you're searching for.  Empathy connects us to each other.  I don't enjoy the idea that the opening of the heart chakkra is said to cause an influx of compassion...rather, it should be said to cause an influx of empathy; a deep connection to others.

Compassion is to me, a form of understanding...of making an allowance for another's shortcoming.  In a sense, it's giving them a break in the wake of their failure.  And it's a vice to be served up at the pleasure of a king; there's no virtue in it as it forgives and even rewards failure.

One of the reasons that Buddhism is a cursed religion is that it teaches compassion to be a virtue.  This compounds the error in their most basic teaching that life is sorrow.

93/93

pj

Hi Alessandro & All,

93

On the topic of compassion and the values that Thelemites hold, there's an excellent lecture that you should listen to:

http://media15.libsyn.com/podcasts/thelemacoasttocoast/thelemactc-ep10-7-30-05.mp3

I think you'll find it quite worth your time.

93/93

pj

Why is it a vice to make an allowance for another's shortcoming?

Isn't that just being realistic?

If you don't give breaks for people's failures, I think you must be

very disappointed in humanity.  Perhaps that is why so many people

seem so angry and frustrated all the time.

Alessandro

Hi Alessandro,

93

When striving to evolve, those things that set us back do us no good.  If compassion is not a vice, then it's a virtue.  But Liber AL tells us it's the vice of kings.  In other words, a king may be compassionate as he wills to do so.  But he can't claim to be virtuous because of it.  Virtue is in evolving forward, compassion enables substandard behavior in this regard.

Yet remember, in Liber AL, Hadit (the true or higher self) tells us that vices are a service to him.  Therefore, again, compassion may be employed at the pleasure (Nuit takes pleasure in our pleasure) of the king.  It is not compassion in this case, that AL is against (though it tells us to stamp down the wretched and the weak...but they would not be enabled of compassion; only pity...an extreme form of compassion), but the claim of virtue when compassion is engaged.

Think of it this way: One doesn't have compassion when considering a job applicant's failures.  One is ruthless in choosing which applicant gets the job.  And so those who would be kings, seek only the best to sit at their table...as they demand the best of themselves.  If you listen to the lecture I sent the link for today, you'll see one common trait of all great people and great countries...ruthlessness...a lack of nicety.  (And there's so much more in that lecture that is worth ruminating over.)
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Hey Alessandro,

93

You're in Jersey...I go to Jersey regularly...would love to meet you sometime.

Also, couldn't help noting you're a scientist...can't help but wonder how much compassion you'd have when an assistant botches a surgical procedure.  This is the type of condition...the manufacturing of genius that Liber AL calls for.  There's really no room for compassion here.

93/93

pj

Hi Pj

93,

It's a good lecture in terms of who he is lecturing to,

other than that it is a gross over-simplification of

Nietzsche, and his interpretation of Plato's forms is

incorrect, in my opinion.

93/93,

Neil.

Hi Neil,

93

I've been listening to Keith418's lectures on the previous issues of this podcast.  His ideas on hierarchy capture an essence that I thought his lecture overall...even on Nietzche and Plato also captured.  Yes, there's an oversimplification and you're correct when considering his audience.  But the work of a good teacher is to do precisely what Keith418 does.  This raises the audience to a higher pitch.  And those with the capacity will look further into it.

Keith418 has been railing what I often refer to as the hippie egregore for some time.  And I'm in complete affinity with what he has to say.  He connects it to what we have called the Christist consciousness (ala Motta) on this list.  And he even alludes to my primary area of research, the reconnection of science with religion.

I'm going to relisten to the lecture and take some notes...hopefully soon.  And I'll post them with some comments.

93/93

pj

Every night, at sunset, I walk my daughter(now 16 months old) in her stroller around the neighborhood. We live down the street from a Catholic Grade School, and Church. In fact, it is my "alma mater"(sp?). When we get to the church, I walk her around it(after doing this a few nights, I realized I was unconciously doing it :) widdershins) because it is a circuitous root, and it makes what would be a short walk, a longer walk, which is fine by me, for it is always a pleasant walk. Tonight, as I walked this root, it dawned upon me: regardless the path one chooses to walk, it all comes back tot he same infinite point, source, alpha-omega. And the root of petty sectarian squabbles then presented itself to me: most people, of course, fail to realize this whatsoever, consciously. But subconsiously, I'll be so bold as to say that everyone knows, and the ascetics choose the straight path because they can't bear to suffer the pain of taking the machete through the thicket and getting a few splinters and scratches on the way around the globe, or sphere. 
 

Interpretations of Liber AL aside, it may be the Will of one to indulge in the vice of compassion, be he King or no. Nonetheless: "all is ever as it was." It occured to me to put the emphasis in the sentence: "all is ever as it was."

 

AMEN.

ROMMIAL

Hi Charles,
93
What you seem to be alluding to, is another aspect of AL in general...it's a reflection of natural law.  In my observations, I've seen quite a few who preach compassion as a virtue themselves, to be the least tolerant of others.  And certainly, they're intolerant of the way things are.  Though they tought themselves as mystics, they've not rectified themselves to life and the world as it is.  Yes, there's nothing wrong with the world at all...and it's a ruthless place.  The only thing that can be wrong may be one's relation to the world.
Because of this, the ascetic denies his very nature as he or she denies the world.  The mundane world...the anima mundi or "below" is not seen in relation to the "above."  Rather, the one is placed at odds with the other.  AL calls for the union of these two.  The combination is combustible but it yields a greatness in each of us as each of us has components that belong to both.  Jung called this integration; an Alchemical process.
The world also has components of both, hence war as a process of love.  And great things we know, have come of this...along with the horror.  Life exists in a fullness that can't be denied no matter the ignoble pretense of false ideals that have no practicality nor any possibility of manifestation.  As is spoken in a great myth:  Render unto Caesar, what is Caesar's and render unto God, what is God's...both are great...both have in their greatness, proved themselves on the battlefield and in more civilized quarters.
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Peace profound and love sincere,

Well, your references to Liber AL mean nothing to me.  References to

sacred texts based on the assumption that the text has legitimacy mean

nothing to me in general.  But it was interesting.

Regarding what you said about an employer reviewing an applicant:

you're absolutely right.  An employer should only employ the best

applicant she can find.  Pity has no place.  But I would go a step

further.  I would say that it can be an act of great compassion to

fire someone.  The fact is that if someone is not doing a good job, he

probably isn't very happy.  He's probably putting up with the job out

of fear.  So firing that person can, in fact, be the kindest thing

that an employer can do.

My conception of "compassion" is connected to Tipharet.  It is the

synthesis of Mercy and Severity.  "I shall study well the Great

Arcanum of the proper equilibrium of Severity and Mercy, for either

unbalanced is not good.  Unbalanced Severity is cruelty and opression;

unbalanced Mercy is but weakness and would permit Evil to exist

unchecked, thus making itself, as it were, the accomplice of that

Evil."  I think that you consider "compassion" to be unbalanced mercy.

 I consider it to be the proper equilibrium of severity and mercy.  I

think that, by your definition of compassion, a compassionate boss

would never fire one of her employees.  I consider that pity, not

compassion.

I will continue using the word "compassion" until I find (or someone

tells me) a better word to represent this concept.

In service of divine light,

-Alessandro

Hi Alessandro,

93

Yes, severity (firing a dysfunctional employee) can be an act of compassion; tough love.  I see this more a balancing of the two pillars than condoning dysfunction by validating it by being merciful.  But everything is really grey and there's no black&white on the issue.  This is why I agree with AL; it's not that there's anything necessarily wrong with being compassionate...it's simply not a virtue.  By holding it up as a virtue, we end up with unbalanced mercy.

Addressing your other point, I will take exception to your presumption that I am assuming AL to have legitimacy.  I have probed and tested its teachings rather deeply and for a long time.  Though its veracity and legitimacy are beyond the scope of your understanding and beyond your desire to be understood, that doesn't make me (by your implication), somehow intellectually inferior.

And I do find it interesting to note that you seem to want to ignore the word empathy as you cling to the word compassion; though you have already been given one other possible replacement word.  Does this represent and emotional necessity on your part?  You might want to look inside yourself and consider the possibility of some cognitive dissonance on this idea.  Now, I'm not saying this is necessarily the case.  But in service to the divinity of your light, I thought I'd offer a chance for you to seek greater clarity of mind.

Would this be compassion on my part?

:-)

93/93

pj

I actually live in Manhattan, though I go to Newark fairly regularly

as that's where my school is.  I'd love to meet you too.  I don't have

a car, so you'd have to come to me (either in Newark or New York), but

I'd love to meet for a beer some time.

I am a scientist-in-training, so to speak.  I have not been involved

in surgery (and honestly, I don't intend to be involved in surgery)

however, many of my friends are those assistants who botch surgical

procedures quite regularly.  (On rats.  Just want to make that clear. 

No humans are having botched operations here.)  I think it is quite

necessary for a professor to have compassion for the student as he's

learning.  If he has no compassion, I don't think he'll have many

students.  (Then again, there do seem to be those masochists who enjoy

working for ass holes.  But I'm not one of them.)

A-

Hi Alessandro,

93

I'll be in Jersey next week; I used to live in Newark.  If you happen to be around Thursday evening, it's a possibility.  Lemme know.

Per "asshole" bosses, aren't they the ones that get the most out of their employees?  Don't they demand perfection and genius?  Are they necessarily sadistic?

Gurdjieff used a tactic similar to what an "asshole" boss might use and got great psychic results from his students.  You could say he was one tough nut.  Per the Keith418 lecture, genius is generally not 'nice.'

:-)

93/93

pj

Crowley:
Compassion, the noblest virtue of the Buddhist, is damned outright by Aiwass. To “suffer with” some other being is clearly to cease to be oneself, to wander from one’s Way. It always implies error, no Point-of-View being the same as any other: and in Kings—leaders and rulers of men—such error is a vice. For it leads straight to the most foolish Rule ever laid down, “Do unto others as you would that they should do unto you.” True men know their own needs and find ways to supply them. To judge the sick by the healthy is pregnant with error. The wretched and the weak are simply not real beings; they cannot be helped or mended. They must be expunged as falsehoods likely to infect the truth. 
 

Motta:
“Compassion is the vice of kings.”  This is not to be interpreted as meaning the kings should have no compassion.  It is a straight assertion of fact:  only kings have compassion!  Petty souls delight in the sufferings of others.  The mob shouts with glee at the sight of blood.  Nor is compassion to be confused with pity.  Pity is of the Ego, and involves a comparison between yourself and the object of pity—which is duality.  Compassion, as the etymology indicates, involves a ‘sharing with’.  The equivalent Greek word is empathy.  Compassion is never maudlin.  On the contrary, those who experience it often feel furious with others who only show “pity”.
Oh, cut the shit PJ.

First of all, I didn't say that you were intellectually inferior.

Second of all, don't try to psychoanalyze me.

Yes, I do remember the word "empathize".  I don't think it works for

my purposes because it is passive.  Empathy is a sense.  Compassion

implies action.  But again, that's just a matter of semantics.

-A

Hi Alessandro,

93

I'll be glad to "cut the shit."  Please reciprocate and cut the condescension when it comes to AL and my relationship to the transmission.

Thanks, I really appreciate it.

:-)

93/93

pj

Hi Neil,
93
Here's my notes on Keith418s lecture.  I had an interesting conversation with him on the phone this afternoon as well.  Nothing new was really said, but I enjoyed speaking with him.  Note how his lecture comes full circle.  He's not so much interested in this lecture, in discussing Plato or Neitzsche in any great detail.  He's interested in debunking the Hippie mentality in Thelema.
93/93
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Crowley in Liber 888
"I think that the controversy of the future will be between the law of nature or of Nietzsche, and that of compassion or of Shelley." 
 

Crowley in Magick w/o Tears
"The Book announces a new dichotomy in human society; there is the
master and there is the slave; the noble and the serf; the "lone wolf"
and the herd3.
(Nietzsche may be regarded as one of our prophets; to a much less
extent, de Gobineau.)  Hitler's "Herrenvold" is a not too dissimilar
idea; but there is no volk about it; and if there were, it would
certainly not be the routine-looving, uniformed-obsessed, law-abiding,
refuge-seeking German; the Briton, especially the Celt, a natural
anarchist, is much nearer the mark.  Britons will never get together
about anything unless and until each one of them feels himself directly
threatened."
Crowley proclaims Neitzshe a prophet because he recognizes this new dichotomy in human society.
Thelemites, by ignoring Neitzshe have removed an important support for their philosophy.
Plato:
This world is 'world of particulars' and 'world of becoming.'
The world above is 'ideal;' a world of forms (ideal archetypes that don't change).
The philosopher can travel to this ideal world (which is superior) while conscious.
Plato recognizes problems with this theory.
Neitzshe says that Jesus has been the one to go to this world of forms.  Ascetics can't handle the world of particulars because they are losers in this world.  So they go to the world of forms and beat the world that has beaten them.
Neo-Platonism adopted by Occultists and Gnostics.  Gnostics also hate the world of particulars, stating nature is horrible.  They were bitter and adversarial.
The problem for Thelemites is that 777 is a description of the world of forms.
Neitzsche says the old world Pagans had a hierarchy that was a-moral and beyond good and evil.  They're not very nice.
Nietzsche:
 "Terribleness is part of greatness: let us not deceive ourselves." 

Crowley describes new Theocracy and says that as you go up, things get tougher.  Liber Cheth is not nice.
Nietzsche:
 "Man is beast and superbeast; the higher man is inhuman and superhuman: these belong together. With every increase of greatness and height in man, there is also increase in depth and terribleness: one ought not to desire the one without the other--or rather: the more radically one desires the one, the more radically one achieves precisely the other." 

If you want to be a great Mage and higher human being, you are going to have to take on a terrible power.
The more important and powerful become big pains in the butt.
Christianity has been terrible; the Crusades, et al.
Boddhisattva altruism is silly; they become losers.
When Nietzsche attacks systerm of Idealism, he doesn't attack hierarchy, though he doesn't believe in equality.
This creates a problem for Thelemites; we're all stars.
Thelemites operate in an hierarchical structure that is contrary to the egalitarian, hippie ideal.
Science of the 1700s ev and 1800s ev destroys the idea of God; Copernicus sees Earth going around the Sun, which lays waste to the established hierarchical order.  (Franklin discovers electricity; Airplane and Microscope invented; age of invention).
"God is dead."
However, structure is still there.  As God dies, the herd and their values fill this place.
Game: Design a Slave
1. Programmed to obey.
2. Shallow thinking; not too smart and no deep thoughts.
3. Invested in system.
4. Low pain threshhold; seek comfort and not willing to accept lots of pain.
5. A morality that doesn't go beyond punishment and reward.
6. Be insecure and guilty; they will punish themselves, making life easy for the master.
7. Myopic; can't see beyond immediate environment.
8. Be more concerned about the group then themselves (altruist); they will guilt-trip each other; one will sacrifice self for the group; keeps master in power.
9. Reward seeking; especially in after-life; teach the Platonic escape route.
10. Cowardice
11. Low expectations.
12. No imagination.
13. Slaves will program each other.
What if a slave shows some courage?  Make those slaves the controllers of the other slaves.
Slave egalitarianism:
If I have to ________, everyone has to.
No one is better than anyone else.
God died and the herd has become its own justification...without hierarchy.
Where are the goals?
Slaves are unconscious.
This results in nihilism.
The slave values are therefore, destructive.
Honesty is hooked into guilt, which brings up a question and destroys hierarchy.  "Why do you get to be boss?"  -- Nihilism is created.
Nietzsche says people's highest values are their moral values.  If people's highest value is equality, there is a problem for the Thelemite.
Nietzsche asks: Where do your values comr from?  Do the values society puts on your fit you?
Secular Humanism rises from the herd (Democratic Party, NPR); socialism (herd system) is its goal.  Of course, the Republican Party promotes democracy (another herd value).
Post Nietzshe:
Heidegger: Let's assume Nietzsche is right, God dies and metaphysics has collapsed.  Metaphysics has then moved from the spiritual world to the physical world.  We have technology and the laws of matter.  This period will last as long as the metaphysical period.
Will the West create a world where it posits a goal above itself or will it posit a goal in entertainment?
Crowley says that goal has to be in the individual as does Neitzsche; and not in the herd.
Heidegger:
"Thus, in the present historical situation, accordance can only mean having the courage for the single question as to whether the West still dares to create a goal above itself and its history, of whether it prefers to sink to the level of the preservation and enhancement of trade interests and entertainments, to be satisfied with appealing to the status quo as if this were absolute."
If we posit goals that are above ourselves (hierarchy restored), we may change but have the same goals.  Heidegger is saying we have to have a heirarchy.  But if it's higher, it will be great and terrible.
HGA is higher but immoral.
Great and terrible; profound but not nice.
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Hi
93

"Compassion is the vice of kings." Lately I have interpreted vice as something to be enjoyed on measured occasion.  Example: I became a vegetarian recently, not because I dislike meat or for a moral cause.  I did so because when I do eat meat it is now a very pleasurable tabboo which enhances the taste of the meat greatly.  It becomes a treat.  At the same time it becomes controlled and any negative side effects can be greatly mitigated.  Much like the idea of the red light district or a Cannabis Cafe.  

 

Oh I am diverging! Also a king is so strong in virtue that his only vice is compassion.  It is the complete opposite of the Christian who forces himself to be mr. nice guy and then commits sadistic acts as his vice, that is his 'spiritual day off'  The developed thelemnite however raises himself to such superior levels of conduct that his 'day off' involves compassion, as opposed to the christian who beats the shit out of the prostitute on his day off. 

 

Oh, regarding the debate about quoting scripture.  If scripture is not valued then we better stop reading the gospels of scientists, philosophers, etc.  a math text book is ultimately based on un-provable axioms and postulates.  Same with scientific theory.  This is necessary in that we need assumptions to live and act, this is something stressed heavily by David Hume.  There is no certainty; however there are statements that are more coherent and applicable to our experience of reality.  Thus to refure to use scripture would also imply ignoring any other written work.  All scripture should be used so long as it can be applied to our expereinces in a coherent way.  

 

well I think I blabbered enough!

93/93

Ryan 

Hi Ryan,
93
 

You:
Oh I am diverging! Also a king is so strong in virtue that his only vice is compassion.  It is the complete opposite of the Christian who forces himself to be mr. nice guy and then commits sadistic acts as his vice, that is his 'spiritual day off'  The developed thelemnite however raises himself to such superior levels of conduct that his 'day off' involves compassion, as opposed to the christian who beats the shit out of the prostitute on his day off.  
me:
Yes!  Well said.  Superior behavior is in the perfecting of self, not in the lifting up of the lowly (altruism, which is ultimately...taken to its own ends...self-destructive).  As you say, on "his day off," he may be compassionate, if it pleases him...as a recreation, as he wills.  And indeed, as Motta so eloquently states, it is only he King who can be truly compassionate, the slave doesn't have this choice.  Any pretense to compassion on the part of the slave, only helps another to remain a part of the herd.  Slaves help slaves to be better slaves.
You:
Oh, regarding the debate about quoting scripture.  If scripture is not valued then we better stop reading the gospels of scientists, philosophers, etc.  a math text book is ultimately based on un-provable axioms and postulates.  Same with scientific theory.  This is necessary in that we need assumptions to live and act, this is something stressed heavily by David Hume.  There is no certainty; however there are statements that are more coherent and applicable to our experience of reality.  Thus to refure to use scripture would also imply ignoring any other written work.  All scripture should be used so long as it can be applied to our expereinces in a coherent way.   
me:
Well said again!  Experience is the key here.  Those who piss at scripture only reveal their own lack of experience of that scripture.  They also betray their judgementalism and practice arrogance.  As a king, sometimes, I ignore them; such as how I ignored the anonymous weirdo that sent the message to my website on the Scarlet Woman and the Beast (as being some ancient Romans) that I forwarded this morning.  Other times, I slap them in the face, when they act condescendingly, while preaching sincere love and pretending to be my friend...like Alessandro, whom it looks like, we've lost the participation of, on this list.
How like the Christian you describe above...is Alessandro...at least as it seems in the moment.  Alessandro?  Am I wrong here?  Is your lack of participation just because you were away from your computer today?  Or have you decided in your sincere love, that I'm just an asshole?  How strong is your character and constitution?...strong enough to be a king?
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Hi Pj, 
93

 

Thanks for the further insight.

 

As to your last point, regarding compassion I think it all boils down to this: the slaves compassion is a kneejerk reaction, the king's is consciously willed.  The first is unconscious of his/her real intentions behind their altuism, the king is basing his on what I think of as 'divine reason'  (an intuitive kind of reasoning) that is taking a larger picture into account.  Anything else is just blind impulse. 

 

Some hard puches being thrown in the previous debate but 93, one who is not fire retardent should not put his/her hand in the fire!
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Hey PJ
93

Interesting point, this shows a strong parallel with Taoism.  One must take things as they are and work with it from there.  I also think this is why Crowley refers to the artist in connection to the 'godhead' in the book of lies.  Artists and children love to paint/create for its own sake.  I remember experiencing great joy painting pictures of skulls and torture scenes when in elementary.  I enjoyed this as much as painting the pleasant one's, owels, dear, etc.  

 

This summer I had been thinking the 'love under will' is all about learning how to embrace all possible experience as esctatic joy.  This involves a different kind of detatchment, one that embraces all phenomenon as joy as opposed to Buddhist detachement that usually involoves the giving up of pleasurable things.  Again it is our reaction to things that is capeable of real change long term change.  This goes back to our previous discussion of the law of love as a universal problem solving tool.
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I think boys generally like violence.  I know I sure did.  Not exactly

sure why.

I heard that the Grimm brothers, when they went around collecting folk

tails, they actually made the stories MORE gorey because they thought

that kids would be bored otherwise.  Then, of course, Disney came

along and made them probably less violent then they were in the

beginning.

Alessandro

I was inspired to write the attached treatise(it's quite short, though you may be inclined to spit curses at my verbosity, lol), as in response to this thread.
 

AMEN.

ROMMIAL 

On Empathy


First, a cursory reflection upon the etymology of the word: Em-, as in such words as emotion, embryo, emerge, suggests an essence or underlying factor. –pathy takes its derivation from the Greek pathos, denoting principally the evocation of emotion from an audience by an orator or dramatist. Therefore we might say that empathy suggests a transmitting and broadcasting of emotion. An empath would then be an individual with an innate ability to do this. 


I have had this ability throughout my life. Under certain circumstances, to a very heightened degree. I have heard some people refer to it as telempathy. Regardless, it has its proper classification under the auspice of emotion.


Here then, I am going to distinguish empathy from compassion, by drawing a relation between these words and two others: Empathy and passion. Sympathy and compassion. I repeat here that I draw a relation. I am not stating that empathy is passion or that sympathy is compassion. Passion is the presence of a raw essence. Empathy is the transmitting and receiving of that essence. Sympathy is the intellectual act of “putting yourself in another’s shoes”. It may involve an analysis of emotions, as well as other factors.


To digress for a moment, let me speak of my experiences with empathy. It forced me to learn two things: 1) to distinguish other people’s emotions from my own, and 2) to not allow other people’s emotions to effect my own. These might seem at first glance to be the same thing. They are not. Failure at the former causes something more in the nature of an infection, whence the alien essence is hopelessly intermixed with one’s own, to the point where, despite the fact that one has no reason to be upset, they may be so. Failure at the latter is more in the nature of allowing personal bias to effect one’s ability to assess a situation impartially. Having isolated the alien essence from one’s own, one must beware of loathing it, on the basis of its being an invader. One must seek to find a use for it. It has come to one, in most cases, involuntarily. Such is its inertia. One must absorb it, transmute it, and transmit it. Likewise, (and to lead ourselves out of this quagmire of digression) it may have the opposite effect. This is where I begin to realize that to which Crowley was referring in Magick, Part II, where he speaks of separating the tendencies from the emotions. For it had become a tendency of mine to sympathize with other people to the point where I would allow their problems, which it should be left to them to solve on their own, to have an effect on my course of action, which too often deterred me from solving my own problems. This then leads me to an adequate definition of compassion: as a degradation of the impartial, analytical nature of sympathy by allowing oneself to become mired again in the unstable, unrefined, emotions, when one ought to have synthesized that analysis onto a higher plane. Of course, this would be perceived as the basest cruelty by the “compassionate”. I append the following Qabalistic analysis to clarify my position:

PAThOS*, by Greek Qabala = 360, which in Hebrew is ShIN, the Spirit in the formula IHShVH and Fire by its other attribution, thereby correlating it with both essence and passion. EM = 45 = the sum of 1 – 9 = 9 x 5; 9, Stability in Change, multiplied by 5, Spirit. Or, perhaps: the Spirit interspersed amongst the Foundation(9. ISVD). So EMPAThOS(forgive my presumption!) = 405 = the square of 9 x 5, a cyclic outward, or upward expansion of the individual essence from its Foundation through the Heart, or center.** I will expand on this more later.

Also, we might consider 360 as the number of degrees in a circle, geometrically speaking, thereby suggesting a core element, or essence, expanding outward and back to itself.

Here, I propose, we find a justification of the idea that empathy leads to sympathy, which must then be transmuted to a higher plane, for, as it does so, it will naturally branch out and nourish again the lower, whereas if sympathy degrades again into compassion*** it thwarts that transmutation. This suggests a congestion of the whole process- as if the blood, to use a biological analogy, were to fail to leave the heart. The heart must push the blood through, or the refinement of that blood having not taken place, causes a breakdown in the nourishment of the entire organism. 

This may likewise give way to a consideration of the “chained heart” that is shown in so many velvet paintings of Jesus.

(As an aside I’d like to remark that nothing ever annoyed me more than, when informing someone that I experience empathy, they point to themselves or some random person, and ask “What is he/she/I feeling?” This demonstrates to me a lack of empathy on the part of the interrogator, and consequently a total ignorance of the subject.)

So, to recapitulate, in slightly different Qabalistic terms:

10. MLKVTh – The Physical Body

9. ISVD – Libido – The Foundation (EM)

The Junction of Samekh and Pe – The Gut. Instinct; Also, passion, appetite, hunger. (PAThOS)

6. ThPARTh – The Heart. The extention of essence through passion into the center of the organism. (EMPAThOS)

The Junction of Teth and Gimel – The Throat. The seat of  DOTh – Knowledge.  Here is our analysis, our sympathy, applying our knowledge to the empathic emanations of the Heart. If we stop here and fall back into the Heart, thereby indulging in the vice of compassion****, we become mired and congested. Thelemically speaking DOTh must be transcended- or, to use another analogy, broken, like one would break a horse – so that the higher Light of the Supernals can flood, or reciprocate, the emanation back to the Heart. *****

The Junction of Daleth and Gimel – The Third Eye – It would be presumptuous of me to remark here overmuch, except to quote: AL, I, 18: “Burn upon their brows, o splendrous serpent!”

1. KThR – The Crown


MLKVTh + ISVD + S + P + ThPARTh + G + T + DOTh + G + D + KThR = 2910 = 30 x 97. 97 is a prime number referring to Chesed “as water and father.” Implicit in the Doctrine of the Black Brothers is that they falsely assert a balance(30) in Chesed, giving way to the watery patriarchal instinct which overflows into compassion, as it is defined above. If we subtract DOTh from 2910, we get 2436 = 406 x 6. 406 is ThV, or Tau, which in the Tarot corresponds to ATU XXI. The Universe, and 6 is Vau, which corresponds to V. The Heirophant – The Man of God – The Initiator, and also to 6 as ThPARTh, Man as the Microcosm. Also, ThV + VV = 418, the Great Work, ABRAHADABRA, etc. So, to paraphrase, 406 x 6 here demonstrates the expansion of Man out into the Universe by intitiating action on his environment(ThV also symbolizes Earth) and progressing, through experience, to master it.******


So, it must again be said that a man who spends his time fretting over other people’s problems hardly has time for his own, thereby becoming or remaining a problem to the world at large, and doing a disservice to himself, the other aforementioned, and the whole of evolution. If enough people concern themselves with the free flow of their own organism, or microcosm, and leave others to theirs, so too will that facilitate a more free flow in the Macrocosm. And vice versa. 


And now, for a final word, I turn to compassion as it relates to the Aeon of Osiris, and, principally, the doctrines of Jesus. A candid perusal of the Gospels doesn’t bear Jesus much resemblance to the meek and mild, “unconditionally” loving fellow he is often made out to be. Crowley bears this out well in Liber 888. Even the assessment that Eastern ascetics and/or yogis in general recommend compassion seems somewhat skewed, as their practices were ultimately aimed towards non-attachment. The whole idea of “compassion” as a virtue, seems to be a grotesque misinterpretation of Eastern Culture and practices as a result of Western cultural tendencies not to want to step up to the plate and bat for themselves. In a manner of speaking, Jesus is a divinely ordained pinch hitter. 


It also speaks of a tendency to excuse the lack of proper action upon difficult situations by regarding one’s weaknesses too overwhelming to overcome by oneself – a cycle of futility that perfectly facilitates the fanatical salvationism which is the true staple of the teachings of the Gospels,******* for which so many apologists attempt to use as a mask the concept of the compassionate Jesus above-mentioned.

*(pi-alpha-theta-omicron-sigma)

**My treatment of the square of 9 here is a reflection of my recent immersion into the I Ching, which involves the expansion of the original 8 trigrams into 64 hexagrams, thereby taking an essence and making a manifest cycle.

***It occurs to me as I revise this treatise that I cannot immediately call to mind any words beginning with the prefix com- that are savory or pleasurable in connotation. There is compromise – ich! -  and compare – sterile at best. Communication can be pleasurable, I suppose, but then the Ape of Thoth is always lingering in the shadows, awaiting an opportunity to mock and twist the speech – that sedulous ape!

****The vice of kings that mock KThR by sporting DOTh as their crown. 

*****Ref. Liber 333, Ch. 31, ‘The Garrote” 

******In this regard it should also be pointed out that XXI + V = 26, the number of Tetragrammaton. 

*******This is not to say that the Gospels cannot bear delicious mystical fruit. But then, all the Universe is ripe soil for such Trees of Delight!

Hi PJ,

93

 

One statement by Keith418 said that Plato’s world of Forms has been rejected by Nietzsche; essentially that that world doesn’t exist, and that it is replaced by nothing. From the point of view of a Qabalist, this is quite true. Nothing, Nuit, or the Ain is the world of Forms (unmanifest). So I think Plato was on to something when he postulated the Archetypes, but the mistake was that he considered the forms themselves to exist, in an abstract sense. Kieth418 also says that this world that we live in is the world of Becoming. This is interesting to me; first we could say that this world is the stage of transformation from animal man to super-man (as Nietzsche puts it) and it is here that we must ardently work towards our ideal. Looking at the statement Qabalistically, we exist in Malkuth, which is the lowest Sephira in the Qabalistic hierarchy; this then would suggest that Da’ath and Yesod have a connection to the Becoming phase of the universe- the ShT of LAShTAL. 

 

Also, I agree with Ryan that the compassion of the slaves is a knee-jerk reaction to their identification with their fellow slaves. The King, having gained complete control of the automatic consciousness, does not have ‘knee-jerk’ reactions, per ce. Rather, their lower manas have been tuned to the same pitch as the Aspiration, and are capable of working without the direct oversight of the King himself. Crowley writes in Magick without Tears that the Master spends the majority of his or her time in the higher astral plane, only getting involved in mundane affairs when his lower nature requires his intervention. I sway off the point a bit, but my thoughts are that King exercises compassion when it tickles his fancy, or when it is necessary to the fulfillment of his work, but not because of pity, or sympathy. From without, this could seem a little cold-hearted, and perhaps in conflict with the instruction in AL – “always unto me” but it is not. By being a King, one is achieving the actualization of one’s potential, and demonstrating to those few choice slaves who might be ready to throw off slavery and work towards their own Kingship. 

 

It is absolutely necessary that the hierarchy exists- there must be slaves and masters for the world to function properly. If every one on earth attained Kingship, Adepthood, etc etc at the same time, the world order would collapse. 

 

“Let my servants be few & secret: they shall rule the many & the known.”

 

“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.”

 

“He must teach; but he may make severe the ordeals.”

 

“Ye are against the people, O my chosen!”
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AL II.25:  "Ye are against the people, O my chosen!"
 
25. Aiwass repeats this thought in even simpler, stronger, clearer words. We are against “the people”. Any unit,
any true star, is kingly but the people as a multitude—even though each unit be noble—are not themselves,
they are a confused mass of chance atoms. They must not be allowed to act as if they possessed a point of
view. They are not stars, they have no way of their own. They are dragged helpless in the wake of any force
that happens to attract them. To permit them to control events at all is to give up all design, all Will, all clear
sight.
 
THE OLD COMMENT
 
The cant of democracy condemned.  It is useless to pretend that men are equal; facts are against it.  And we are not going to stay, dull and contented as oxen, in the ruck of humanity.
 
THE NEW COMMENT
 
   By 'the people' is meant that canting, whining, servile breed of whipped dogs which refuses to admit its deity.  The mob is always afraid for its bread and butter -- when its tyrants let it have any butter -- and now and then the bread has 60% substitutes of cattle-fodder.  (Beast-food, even the New York Times of November 13, 1918, E.V. has it.)  So, being afraid, it dare not strike.  And when the trouble begins, we aristocrats of Freedom, from the castle or the cottage, the tower or the tenement, shall have the slave mob against us.  The newspapers will point out to us that "the People" prefer to starve, and thank John D. Rockefeller for the permission to do so.
   Still deeper, there is a meaning in this verse applicable to the process of personal initiation.  By "the people" we may understand the many-headed and mutable mob which swarms in the slums of our own minds.  Most men are almost entirely at the mercy of a mass of loud and violent emotions, without discipline or even organization.  They sway with the mood of the moment.  They lack purpose, foresight, and intelligence.  They are moved by ignorant and irrational instincts, many of which affront the law of self-preservation itself, with suicidal stupidity.  (This is the product of atavism, those instincts having been perfectly good at another time and in another environment.  But to refuse to adapt oneself to new conditions is to go the way of the dinosaur.  See Liber Aleph, 124-132.)  The moral Idea which we call "the people" is the natural enemy of good government.  He who is 'chosen' by Hadit to Kingship must consequently be 'against the people' if he is to pursue any consistent policy.  The massed maggots of 'love' devoured Mark Antony as they did Abelard.  For this reason the first task of the Aspirant is to disarm all his thoughts, to make himself impregnably above the influence of any one of them; this he may accomplish by the methods given in Liber Aleph, Liber Jugorum, Thien Tao, and elsewhere.  Secondly, he must impose absolute silence upon them, as may be done by the "Yoga" practices taught in Book 4 (Part I) Liber XVI, etc.  He is then ready to analyze them, to organize them, to drill them, and so to take advantage of the properties peculiar to each one by employing its energies in the service of his imperial purpose.

A man’s kingdom may be as small as a family and children, or as a hock-shop; it may be as great as an industrial corporation, or an entire nation.  It matters not to the mechanics of the art of self-government, which is the first step to government of others (which must—if you are a true king—always be relative to your particular positions as spiritual stars in the spiritual space of the Body of Nuit).  See A.C.’s edition of the Tao The King.

The idea of “People”, however, by globing all individuals, no matter how diverse of nature or activity or interests, in one statistical monster with no head, is deadly misleading to freedom.  You miss the tree for the forest, and you are the tree.  It matters not one jot what others think or do; “every number is infinite”.  Your single individual opinion on a plate of the balance weighs as much as the opinions of all other stars gathered on the other, for your orbit is “at rest”, that is, its aim is Infinity, as is theirs, which means that your orbit is a function, or resultant, of all theirs.  It is this that makes it unique, therefore as important as all theirs.  The “people”, therefore, if rightly understood, can never be more important than you.  The plates weigh the same, for the Universe is balanced—is “at rest”.  Of course, you are the “resultant” of the people, from the point-of-view of the “people”.  (But there is no “point-of-view of the people”, just the points-of-view of all other stars, globally considered merely for convenience of thought.)  But in the very same sense, the “people” is a resultant of you.  And this perspective is sound and practical and actual, while the other is merely a philosophical abstraction.  Louis XIV’s gardener ahd as much right a the king to say “L’Etat, c’est moi.”  That is, if he was as good as a gardener as the king was as a king.  This explains the power of revolutions, as also the universal belief in kings.
 
Hi Ryan,
93
The interesting thing about knee-jerk reactions is their unconsiousness.  But the choice of being altruistic can be very conscious.  However, the real motivation to power underneath it is what is unconscious.  We can make conscious decisions to be let's say, politically correct.  But there are unconscious impulses drilled into us by our conditioning that can be and often are quite politically incorrect.  Bringing these out into the light can eliminate the knee-jerk behaviour.
I like to tell people that when you get up in the morning, instead of looking in the mirror and saying "what a wonderfully nice guy I am," one should look into that mirror and say, "what an asshole I am."  At least it would be a step away from some form of cognitive dissonance.  Just be careful not to equate being an asshole with being a sinner.
93/93
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Hi Ryan,
93
Creating for its own sake is an act of Pure Will.  We know we are on the path of our True Will, when we act from a place of Pure Will...in other words, unassuaged of purpose.
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Hi Charles,
93
I thought this was an excellent essay.  I particularly enjoyed how you worked out the two numbers, 405 & 406; working them out to 9 (Yesod) and 10 (Malkuth), respectively.  Most important is the understanding that any true compassion will be hated by the blind.  The false compassion is more a consolation, which of course, Hadit loathes in AL.  Dealing with the true nature of compassion, I am reminded of a line from Liber LXV:
37. So they will reproach thy servant, saying: Who hath set thee to save us?

 

The above explains why men should resent their savior.  They misinterpret his acts as destructive.

And, of course, quite often they are right.  If you are going to build a new house, you must first raze down the old one.  The Magus destroys with the dagger; the more skilful He is, the better He wields this weapon.  A.C. ;himself, chipping away at a piece of wood in his reitrement in Lake Pasquaney, sufdenly ralized how the work of destruction can result in creation: you chip away your material so that your vision takes shape in what is left.  But certainly you chip away.  And the chipped-away material has every right to howl.  Of course, so do you have every right to chip!

There are several other meanings to the verse, all of them most subtle and most wise.  We would call the attention of Major Adepts, for instance, to the unusual verbal construction of the question.

 

38. He will be sore distressed.

He in his human mind, is distressed at this.

 

The “servant”is, of course, the “scribe”, that is, the initiated instrument of flesh.
39. 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.

 

40. The joy of men shall be our silver gleam, their woe our blue gleam -- all in the mother-of-pearl. 

39-40

But the whole relation is allusion.  In reality the Angel and the Adept are simply arranging to sail through eternity 

together; the Work of the Adept in redeeming Mankind is only an image seen as he fashions his mother-of-pearl.

 

Well, not quite.  The relation is very real: only, on the plane of men the Adept seems to be busy “saving” mankind; on the plane where the river of Amrit flows, he and his Angel are fashioning a boat of mother-of-pearl.  The boat, besides being a female symbol, is a symbol of the persistence of life through generations.  Mother-of-pearl is the substance that gives origin to the pearl, which is sacred to the Moon and to Binah.  Mother-of-pearl indicates therefore She who is the Mohter of Binah, that is to say, Nuit.

The supposed process of “salvation” of mankind is therfore a magickal process of immortalization, or perpetuation, of that complex of energies which we call the Adpet.  To go deeper into this subject at present would be to foster speculation and fantasy in the inexperienced.  Suffice it to say that this whole process is quite commonplace.  All adepts go through it.  We refer serious students to AL II.44.
===
AL II.44:  "Aye!  feast!  rejoice!  there is no dread hereafter.  There is the dissolution, and eternal ecstasy in the kisses of Nu."
 
THE OLD COMMENT
 
Without fear rejoice; death is only a dissolution, a uniting of Hadit with Nu, the Ego with the All.  Yod with Aleph. (Note Yod, 10 + Aleph, 1 = 11, Abrahadabra, the Word of Uniting the 5 and the 6.)
 
THE NEW COMMENT
 
Do not be afraid of 'going the pace'.  It is better to wear out than to rust out. 
(One of the great tragedies of modern life is the idea of “retirement”.  People stop working precisely at the age when they have gathered enough experience to work efficiently.  The idea that work is an obligation and an effort is possible only in a slave society, where men and women work not at what they like, but at what they may.  A person who is doing work harmonious with his or her True Will wants to work until he or she dies—because to work is fun.  Hard fun, maybe—but great fun.  An occasional rest is of course necessary; but if your work is congenial, you will soon find yourself missing it—and back to it you should go, whether you are twenty or eighty, whether to compose a symphony or wield a spade.  It does not matter if you do it slower—your experience will make each move count, and even if it didn’t, you are not a ward of society.  On the contrary, society is a ward of you.)
 You are unconquerable, and of indefatigable energy.  Great men find time for everything, shirk nothing, make reputations in half a dozen different lines, have twenty simultaneous love affairs, and live to a green old age.  The milksops and valetudinarians never get anywhere; usually they die early; and even if they lived for ever, what's the use?
   The body is itself a restriction as well as an instrument.  When death is as complete as it should be, the individual expands and fulfils himself in all directions; it is an omniform Samadhi.  This is of course 'eternal ecstasy' in the sense already explained.  But in the time-world Karma reconcentrates the elements, and a new incarnation occurs.
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Hi Paul,
93
Yes, it is very important that we have slaves so that the world may function properly.  Liber AL says that the slaves shall serve.  This shows us the futility of this false ideal called egalitarianism.
93/93
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This reply is appreciated as it synchronistically answered certain questions I had been musign over. You may not hear back from me for a bit. I am on a friend's p.c. Mine took a shit, and I'll have to get it fixed.
 

AMEN.

ROMMIAL 

Hi PJ,
93

Funny that you mention the asshole affirmative.  Just lately I was in a phase of warning new friends that is safer not to get to know me too much per chance they realize that I am an asshole!  Its always the people I love that I love to hurt.  And my observation of human behavior suggests this as a common theme in human relations.  Were usually on our best behaviour in the meeting of an acquaintance (forget how to spell) then when we become best friends or lovers we are at liberty to pull eachothers hair and and rub salt into eachothers wounds.  Though, I think this can be a healthy expression of the 'pure will'  we should fight, but as friends.  It raises energy, exposes our week spots and helps us grow.  Things only become qliphotic when lust of result obsesses us, when things are taken too seriously/personally and we hit below the belt, and slander one another.  We must fight as brothers.  Hence wars should be fought to correct a situation, not for the suppression or annihilation of another.
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Hi Paul,
93

I have a love/hate relationship with plato, partly because of those pink-sweater wearing parrots calling themselves philosophers in university, read his work, and then accept his ideas with out question and fanatical zeal.  I agree with plato in so far as there are objective archetypes, but they are not static.  This is the part where we need a good dose of Heraclitus, and Lao Tzu.  Heraclitus postulated fire as the logos and the fundamental substance/nature of things.  This fire/Atziluth contains the archetypes, yet it is spirit and a form of nothingness.  In Magick Without Tears, Crowley also associates spirit and the Tao with the power to go.  Interestingly enough as per my last discussion of compassion, the idea of spiritual/archetypal fire can be applied.  

 

Heraclitus wrote: 'War is the king and father of all.'  This seems to forshadow the doctrine of Liber AL.  But like a guitar, we need tension in order to produce beuaty and divine manifestation.  That is why christists and socialists are literally producing a world of excrement, because they mistook chesed as the absolute.  Hence they kill themselves in the coldest way by creating a sterile and over controlled environment in the attempt to produce a permanently pleasant and mediocre world which is temporary at best and dictorial and corrupt at worst.  To hell with them!

 

We need pain as much as pleasure.  These cushy new agers.  Their goals is equivalent to nodding off to heroin for eternity.  

 

well I have raved like a lunatic enough for now.
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At 04:57 15.08.2005, Paul Joseph Rovelli wrote:


I like to tell people that when you get up in the morning, instead of looking in the mirror and saying "what a wonderfully nice guy I am," one should look into that mirror and say, "what an asshole I am."  At least it would be a step away from some form of cognitive dissonance.  Just be careful not to equate being an asshole with being a sinner.
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93 
Hm? Is this one of your salesman techniques? : )

Well I  ethically support Cathrine in her projects that is sometimes named "Evil night out". An adept certainly should be able to be as nasty and evil he or she wills to. Humans isnt evil or good, they are far more than that, good and evil are just the qualities which man uses and should have control over. Therefore I think Cathrine is doing a very good job out teaching the diverse young people to cease conforming with sheep, and stop pleasing overmuch. 
She also have noticed that children of alcoholics have particularly great problems with stopping to please, as they have have been accustomed to fight for attention and have buildt up nearly manic pleasing behaviour. 
Deliberate coldness is a must of the world today, without it one loses, but not being able to stop it, one loses just as much or even more, as one then will lack the ability to enjoy. Its all about Love under will. Educating the on/off switch.
While writing this I began considering some "Dare to please overmuch Night out", as I am usually cold enough. Should be easy in this country, just buying beer to strangers here can cause them suffer heartattacks.
93 93
Runar

At 17:21 17.08.2005, Ryan Higgins wrote:

Hi Paul,
93
I have a love/hate relationship with plato, partly because of those pink-sweater wearing parrots calling themselves philosophers in university, read his work, and then accept his ideas with out question and fanatical zeal.  I agree with plato in so far as there are objective archetypes, but they are not static.  This is the part where we need a good dose of Heraclitus, and Lao Tzu.  Heraclitus postulated fire as the logos and the fundamental substance/nature of things.  This fire/Atziluth contains the archetypes, yet it is spirit and a form of nothingness.  In Magick Without Tears, Crowley also associates spirit and the Tao with the power to go.  Interestingly enough as per my last discussion of compassion, the idea of spiritual/archetypal fire can be applied.  
 
Heraclitus wrote: 'War is the king and father of all.'  This seems to forshadow the doctrine of Liber AL.  But like a guitar, we need tension in order to produce beuaty and divine manifestation.  That is why christists and socialists are literally producing a world of excrement, because they mistook chesed as the absolute.  Hence they kill themselves in the coldest way by creating a sterile and over controlled environment in the attempt to produce a permanently pleasant and mediocre world which is temporary at best and dictorial and corrupt at worst.  To hell with them!
 
We need pain as much as pleasure.  These cushy new agers.  Their goals is equivalent to nodding off to heroin for eternity.  
 
well I have raved like a lunatic enough for now.
 
93/93
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93
Sounds reasonable to me.

93

Runar

Hi Ryan,
93
Yes!  By affirming our 'asshole' status, we embrace our shadow and have a chance to work out issues in a controlled and conscious manner; rather than the horrid way most people blindly go about it (if they work them out at all!).
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lol...
Hi Ryan,
93
I like your "lunatic" ravings...be careful...the cushy new ager Thelemites will censure you as they have done to me...<snicker>.
You're right on target with what you've said.  There are two sides to every coin and one can't deny one side of the coin for the other.  If you try to, it will sneak up and grab you unawares.
Per the archetypes: I don't think the archetypes change per se.  Rather, new archetypes that are developed from the original archetypes are added.  Like 'heavy metal' music, the old ones don't go away.
War is king...it gives us both sides of the coin.
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Hmmm....
Hi Runar,
93
Sales technique:  You're such a nice guy...buy me a beer.  :-)
93/93
pj
Hey PJ
93

Yes it doesn't make sense that the archetpes themselves change.  I am still trying work the problem of the forms.  Perhaps it is their relation that changes as new one's are created?  I do agree with your point, but are they absolute in themselves?  In one way yes I think they could be, but not as Plato explains it.  That is, I think he mistook our perception or experience of the forms as the absolute nature of the form when it is not.  Actually, now I am thinking that it is the experience and relation to the forms that changes, while the form itself being akin to number is infinite, as in Liber AL, yet its true nature is ineffable, since there is always a perciever necessary to experience that form, whose percieving faculty may determine part of ones experience of the form and the relation of the form itself. Such as the effect that the observer has on sub atomic particles and electrons in quantum physics.  

 

So while I do agree with you that they do not change per se, I do (at least at the moment) think that they are not wholly static, as per the aformentioned paragraph.  Shall I invoke Crowley saying change is stability and stability is Change, except of course above the abyss this implies the most pardoxical aspect of this axiom, since we are now making speculations of things that are supposed to exist outside of the mind.  This may have been part of Plato's mistake, thinking that the totality of the forms could be experienced in their fullness through the mind alone which seem to be dealing with the formative world, where I think the essence of these forms is in the formless world of Atziluth.  Now I sound like I am full of shit so I better stop now!
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Hi PJ,
93

I think this is one of the most significant features of Liber AL; it is encouraging the human to operate as a whole wich requires the healthy awareness and channeling of all its parts.  It seems in all chapters to encourage people to act more congruently with themselves.  Again I think it is advocating the intelligent expression of all these urges.  Some of our uges would be mutually destructive even of their own interests, thus we need to unite our conscious will with our unconscious will.  i.e.  I someone enjoys fistfights this urge could be channeled into a mutually healthy direction by the conscious self such as joining a boxing club or a private dirty fighting club. This suits the paraphrase of refining one's raptue.  We must exercise our wills intelligently and this insists on a certain criteria of creative harmony between the microcosm and the macrocosm, or the individual and society.  But the will cannot be suppressed and forgotten or else it will spring in its most unbalanced and mutually destructive form.  

 

These are just some of my current philosophical reflections on the application of the 93 current.  I hope to eventually put together a philosophical treatise that will be palatable and intelligible to the larger, yet somwhat intelligent public in order to increase the influence of liber AL.  Though if successful most of these people will not know it.  I have a long way to go and these dialogues are very inspiring and helpful. 
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Hi Ryan,
93
I think we're creating new forms all the time.  The machine is an excellent example of this.  It is a meta-tool that hits our awareness only about 150 years ago; a big evolutionary leap for us.  Yet, we can see now, that machines are used back through the centuries; in primitive forms by today's standards, but they existed nonetheless.  Though in antiquity, we had no concept or form for a machine.  Once we did, we fomented the Industrial Revolution.  So beyond the formative world, things seem to always be becoming.
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Hi Ryan,
93
If I had to second-guess the Secret Chiefs, I think AL is more a wake-up call for us to become more fully human; rather than some sort of evolved being.  The latter idea seems to me to serve more the pomposity of so many Thelemites that run around calling non-Thelemites 'mundanes.'  After all these centuries, we still haven't figured out what we are in the present, yet we dare to think we should be something more.  It just seems so falacious.
The magickal instructions so cleverly concealed inside the transmission really seem to serve this end as much as the more overt morality.
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