Demands of Kidnapper & Japanese Release Negotiations
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"I have three demands, or I'll kill the boy!"
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Negotiator reassesses the situation from next door.
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Head Negotiator dispatched
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Negotiations begin
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Negotiations concluded…
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Everyone (almost everyone) goes home in time for dinner.
No muss, no fuss.
In this country, we would talk him out of it,
spend five million giving him a fair trial,
and pay his food and lodging for life.
No wonder their cars are cheaper than ours.
93

This seems like a very natural and efficient approach to solving certain problems.  I find this episode will either disgust or satisfy depending on how greatly one is brainwashed by the yuppy mentality.
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Ryan

Hi Ryan,
93
I think the issue for us is this:  As Thelemites, we hold the WILL to be of primary interest.  Here, the kidnapper is not only holding himself over the Will of his hostage, but the Will of the people he's trying to coerce by taking the hostage.  We must then weigh the value of Justice contextually with these circumstances.  Justice is a concept of law and not necessarily connected with the nature of Will in a Universe of contending forces.  However, the rule of law and the civility that it brings, that simultaneously allows us the expression of our individual and collective Wills is connected to this.
Still, it would be a matter of opinion.  We could argue that removing the infection against all these Wills was well demonstrated by the pictures.  On the other hand, we could also argue that denying this man justice was also a blow against our collective Wills as a civilized society.
Now, I'm not calling for one or the other; I'm simply stating that the issue is far more complicated than your message suggests.
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In response to my previous post, we are led next to consider the nature of this world of contending forces and its relation to the Will and indeed, the Thelemic formula of Love under Will.  Though Crowley was personally convinced that if everyone were doing his or her own "True Will", there would be complete peace and harmony in the world, I stand in disagreement.  We might contend that perhaps, Crowley borrowed a bit from his study of classical philosophy and the over idealized 'harmony of the spheres.'  But this would be more an abstraction of Platonic and Pythagorean theory.  I don't see how Crowley got from the 'pure will' of Liber AL to this concept of True Will that has been so perversely exploited in the Thelemic community.  Perhaps this was one of his blinds or crafty practical jokes.
But if we examine the idea of Pure Will as the movement of the essence that is at the core of each our beings, and we take account of the fact that all paths intersect and collide, we gain greater insight into the nature of this world of contending forces.  Each intersection or collision leads to an explosion of Love; expressed sometimes as harmonious union and sometimes as ignominious friction.  This is why I have said in the past, that even war is an expression of Love.  And it corroborates our holy books that teach that even we know not Love.  We've idealized it and romanticized it to the point of perversion in our emotional immaturity.
Choices are then made during these intersecting collisions; much like the choice made by this 'Japanese Hostage Negotiator.'  Let's face it, if you've made it in this life, to your middle age, you've got a few skeletons in your closet.  In other words, you've had to make choices where either/or led to a less than ethical or moral result.  This is the contention that life's circumstances bring to us every now and again.
The only virtue then, that morality contains is a vital pragmatism.  Remember, as we've discussed before, there are no absolutes; meaning there is no absolute right and wrong and no absolute good and evil.  Such absolutes are immature, romantic ideals that have no place in a mind seeking clarity of insight.  Affixing one's psyche, emotionally, to such romantic ideals is for all practical purposes, counter-Gnostic.  Again, the toughest lesson for the practicing mystic to learn is that the world is perfectly alright, exactly as it is now at this time.
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I think that the 'True will' is contained by or is a phenomenon of the 'pure will'.  Yet the 'pure will' is not a phenomenon of the 'true will'.  'Pure will' is much broader in scope and manifests all things.  It is that spontaneous flow of spontaneous combustion between subject and object, hadit and nuit, being in the moment. 

 

The true will is that subjective sense of mission that we create for ourselves by working toward an end or process that is facilitated by both our passion and environmental means.  This is a manifestation of 'pure will', but the 'pure will' manifests all, whether were angry, horney, or defacating the pure will is at play.  

 

The 'true will' seems to be a practical object of dharana for one's karma yoga.  The problem with true will occurs when one forgets that it is only one of the  manifestions of the pure will.  When this occurs the person becomes unbalanced, they stop being in the moment with the other areas of life that appear mundane, and a division occurs within the psyche.  

 

As for absolutes, is it an absolute fact that there are no absolutes?  The question of absolutes has always demanded tedious definitions of terms et al in order for a fruitful discussion to occur.  

 

What about change?  It seems to be the one empirical constant that has never been denied in nature.  Is change relative?  

 

I sometimes suspect an absolute reality, but it is above the abyss.  I think it is safe that the human mind definately cannot grasp absolutes.  Bannning absolutes from discourse also serves epistemological ends since it enforces one to recognize human limitations.  

 

Even change is annihilated during the experince of samadhi.  Yet within the real of assiah and even yetzirah change is constant.  

 

I guess we should clarify the term 'absolute' since to claim that there are no absolutes negates itself, by its own premise, thus meaning there may or may not be absolutes!  or absolutes are relative, which of course is a logical absurdity.

 

I agree with the your critique of peace, there will always be contending forces, but I think even A.C. acknowledged this.  Yet I think a greater degree, emphasis on degree, of harmony can occure as the rusult of adherance to the law.  But peace seems necessarily forbidden to embodied existence.  But the individual can also experience greater psychological harmony and coherence as a result of karma yoga, making concentration on the pure will and being in the moment.  This of course does not mean being ''happy" per se,  It means expereincing greater harmony and coherence.  

 

Horus seems to represent this; he is at war, meaning  he is active in the world, and concentrated on his task at hand, thus he is both immanent, being here expereincing pleasure and pain, yet transcendant, in a state of non-differentiation.  
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Ryan

Hi Ryan,
93
I think that the 'True will' is contained by or is a phenomenon of the 'pure will'.  Yet the 'pure will' is not a phenomenon of the 'true will'.  'Pure will' is much broader in scope and manifests all things.  It is that spontaneous flow of spontaneous combustion between subject and object, hadit and nuit, being in the moment.  
In contrast then, are you saying that True Will is directed, controlled, defined or planned Will? 

 

The true will is that subjective sense of mission that we create for ourselves by working toward an end or process that is facilitated by both our passion and environmental means.  This is a manifestation of 'pure will', but the 'pure will' manifests all, whether were angry, horney, or defacating the pure will is at play.   
Crowley indicates in MITP that if one is doing one's "true will", one will have the inertia of the Universe to support him, which may seem in contradistinction to what you're saying.  It certainly reads as if there's some inference of 'destiny' that we can draw from the assertion.  But then each of our lives would have a clear and distinct purpose from the moment of our birth.  It's virtually Calvanistic.
What I actually draw from this is that one attains to one's proper orbit (as it were), but this really brings me back to a sense of essence and not to destiny at all.  And I'm forced to then ask, what happens when my "passion and environmental means" (as you say) still leads me to failure?  Where was the Universal inertia? 

 

The 'true will' seems to be a practical object of dharana for one's karma yoga.  The problem with true will occurs when one forgets that it is only one of the  manifestions of the pure will.  When this occurs the person becomes unbalanced, they stop being in the moment with the other areas of life that appear mundane, and a division occurs within the psyche.   
A planned destiny built on passion and means immediately betrays any ability to respond with spontaneity.  Spontaneity is of the nature of the Holy Fool (per the Fool Atu of the Holy Tarot).  We have of course, examples of this in our literature; John the Baptist living off rodents in the desert, the wandering Brahmins, Merlin in his early life, living in the forest and away from civilization.  Liber AL says that pure will must be unassuaged and without any lust of result; again, a contradiction to the idea of any planned manifestation...that indeed, as you say, a division has occurred in the psyche.  One is then sufferring from a schizophrenia or some other psychotic manifestation.
Essence moves of its own accord and in its own way and time; and of its own means.  It is beyond the lower egoic manifestations where the passions and enviromental opportunities and limitations dwell.  As Obi Wan says in Star Wars, one must trust the 'Force' and move with it.  Therefore, passion and means must be devoted to it and not become its own separate force (pun intended). 

 

As for absolutes, is it an absolute fact that there are no absolutes?  The question of absolutes has always demanded tedious definitions of terms et al in order for a fruitful discussion to occur.   
We could perhaps say that if you stick a working grenade in my ear and pull the pin, it's absolutely true that I will die.  So there are absolutes, generally speaking.  But per morals and other intellectualisms, there can't be any absolutes.  Per Liber AL, there is always that factor that is infinite and unknown.  So we do have to be careful not to mix apples and oranges.
 

What about change?  It seems to be the one empirical constant that has never been denied in nature.  Is change relative?   
I'm not sure what you mean here; yes, change is the one constant in the Universe.  This has been taught in the mystery schools since time immemorial.  Is change relative?  Yes, it's relative to the way things are in this moment; each moment being unique unto itself. 

 

I sometimes suspect an absolute reality, but it is above the abyss.  I think it is safe that the human mind definately cannot grasp absolutes.  Bannning absolutes from discourse also serves epistemological ends since it enforces one to recognize human limitations.   
The Qabalah teaches that this absolute reality; perfection is in the Ain Soph and is therefore in the NOT.  Per Liber LXV, manifestation is a stain; the "shame of Khem" in chapter two.  So the only perfection is before manifestation or outside of manifestation.  So even the Supernals themselves are but a stain.  Cf. my recent posts on the Logos by Blavatsky. According to her, the Logos is said to emanate from the Ain Soph.  This is consistent with the Deistic idea that God is not directly connected with the Universe; is not a personal God or a anthropomorphic personality.  Such gods would be the lesser gods typified by so many Pagan and polytheist traditions (including monotheism, which is really a misnomer).  The true God as it were, would be outside all of this; a Pleroma that the Gnostics asserted would not 'dirty its hands' with this world.
 

Even change is annihilated during the experince of samadhi.  Yet within the real of assiah and even yetzirah change is constant.   
hmmm...couldn't we say that one reaching a state of 'pure' spontaneity would be in Samadhi with change?  Would not the great mystics, such as those I mentioned above, be on a par with something like this. 

 

I guess we should clarify the term 'absolute' since to claim that there are no absolutes negates itself, by its own premise, thus meaning there may or may not be absolutes!  or absolutes are relative, which of course is a logical absurdity. 
This is where philosophy or at least the semantics that is so integral with it often fails.  Reality (or realities!) itself still requires mystical powers of perception.  When the philosopher loses his or her appreciation of the limitation of words and the ideas that words delimit, a whole mode of perception lies dormant in the mind.  So it seems to me, that philosophy without a thorough study even of epistemology can be quite inadequate...and still somewhat inadequate even with epistimological intellection.  The mystical is a faculty that is beyond the intellect; only the arts approach it, as far as the various liberal disciplines are concerned.  This is what the GCL talks about with the idea of 'moving soul' on our website.
 

I agree with the your critique of peace, there will always be contending forces, but I think even A.C. acknowledged this.  Yet I think a greater degree, emphasis on degree, of harmony can occure as the rusult of adherance to the law.  But peace seems necessarily forbidden to embodied existence.  But the individual can also experience greater psychological harmony and coherence as a result of karma yoga, making concentration on the pure will and being in the moment.  This of course does not mean being ''happy" per se,  It means expereincing greater harmony and coherence.   
It means accepting the world as it is; whether you're making love to your woman or you're being tortured in a Latin American prison cell.  These are all aspects of union that we know have no distinction beyond the Abyss.  The Universal Mind does not differentiate experience, which NUIT tells us about in Liber AL.  When she says to make no difference between one thing and another and that thereby their cometh hurt, she's saying make no difference between opulence and torture...so then what is hurt?...it seems definitely not to be torture.  This is the mystical experience described in as clear a cipher/parable as has ever been penned.  In other words, there is no difference between peace and war; making this difference is not only illusory but psychicly disastrous.  Is it no wonder that our politicians give us such rhetoric as "the war to end war", ad nauseum?  And this sort of spiritual destruction is inherent in all the ego-loser traditions that I so oven rant against. 

 

Horus seems to represent this; he is at war, meaning  he is active in the world, and concentrated on his task at hand, thus he is both immanent, being here expereincing pleasure and pain, yet transcendant, in a state of non-differentiation.   
Horus is prana, the rays of the sun that stir the light at the core of our DNA; the phosphorylation spoken of in the various GCL documents.  Horus is action/spontaneity and the author of such action.
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Hey PJ
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Paul Joseph Rovelli <provelli1@nycap.rr.com> wrote:

 

 

Hi Ryan,
93
I think that the 'True will' is contained by or is a phenomenon of the 'pure will'.  Yet the 'pure will' is not a phenomenon of the 'true will'.  'Pure will' is much broader in scope and manifests all things.  It is that spontaneous flow of spontaneous combustion between subject and object, hadit and nuit, being in the moment.  
In contrast then, are you saying that True Will is directed, controlled, defined or planned Will? 

 

The pure will just is.  My premis states that 'true will' is a phenomenon of 'pure will' therefore it is neither controlled or planned, just as the ego (also a phenomenon of pure will) is unlikly to be planned.  Yet within the maya matrix cast by the mental mode, the ego experiences the true will as at least partially planned.  Personally I see it analogous to making lemonade when life gives you lemons.  
 

The true will is that subjective sense of mission that we create for ourselves by working toward an end or process that is facilitated by both our passion and environmental means.  This is a manifestation of 'pure will', but the 'pure will' manifests all, whether were angry, horney, or defacating the pure will is at play.   
Crowley indicates in MITP that if one is doing one's "true will", one will have the inertia of the Universe to support him, which may seem in contradistinction to what you're saying.
 

I don't this this is contradictory.  Environmental means is the inertia of the universe.  Example:  I love drums, I was borne with some aptitude.  No matter how much I love em, its not going to work without the aptitude.  This is the inertia of the universe for me.  It is the stuff that is already present.  Also aptitude is not enough, there must be other things like opportunity education, etc.  
 

  It certainly reads as if there's some inference of 'destiny' that we can draw from the assertion.  But then each of our lives would have a clear and distinct purpose from the moment of our birth.It's virtually Calvanistic.

It would be Calvanistic if I took the sense of purpose to be a necessarily absolute fact.  Yet if you recall, I also said that it is a subjective sense of purpose or mission in one's life.  The notion of destiny is too murky and often leads to self flattery, and usually self delusion. 
 

What I actually draw from this is that one attains to one's proper orbit (as it were), but this really brings me back to a sense of essence and not to destiny at all.  
 

Yes I agree with this observation.  
 

And I'm forced to then ask, what happens when my "passion and environmental means" (as you say) still leads me to failure?  Where was the Universal inertia? 

 

Again I see the environmental means as being equivelant if not at least correlative with Universal inertia.  This is a good question and I cannot pretend to know any real answers. lol.  However, I see passion and environmental means as dynamic, thus what works for a while may not work later.  Thus the magician must always be sensitive to what is happening.  I may love selling shoes, I have the inertia of the universe, demand location et al, everything works for five years, then things change bigger chains begin choking me out.  If I am aware, and not too attatched to my business I can look for another set of means that suit another passion.  I love hamburgers, I sell the shoe store and open a hamburger joint.  If an unforseen event occurs, and I am bankrupt, I would make the best of it and enjoy what I can when I can and gradually work toward something else.  I do not see this as failure.  Real failure is feeling sorry for one's self and others, followed by loss of self awareness, in my opinion.  The phenomenal world is transitory, and I see the path of pure will and true will as excellent means of operating with this transient phenomenon in a creative and meaningful way.  
 

Ahh, lets sing kumbah yah around the campfire everyone! barf!  I am greatful for bankruptcy!  I am greatful for my bad spelling.
 

The 'true will' seems to be a practical object of dharana for one's karma yoga.  The problem with true will occurs when one forgets that it is only one of the  manifestions of the pure will.  When this occurs the person becomes unbalanced, they stop being in the moment with the other areas of life that appear mundane, and a division occurs within the psyche.   
A planned destiny built on passion and means immediately betrays any ability to respond with spontaneity. I experience passion to be very spontaneous.  It is usually dispasionate husbands who bore their wives with their routines.  I also don't see a necessary planned destiny, since passion and means are dynamic, they change and require creative efforts from the individual to deal with those changes.  As per my last comment.  Thinking of the pure will as a planned destiney is madness, and boring, and likely to lead to dissapointment, along with anal control issues, the opposite of Thelema.  Spontaneity is of the nature of the Holy Fool (per the Fool Atu of the Holy Tarot). 
Yes, one should life as if one were drumming in a live jazz concert.  We have basic rules and strategies. (space marks) But we improvise.  If my bass drum breaks during the session I use the floor tom instead.  If life gives you lemons make lemonaid. We have of course, examples of this in our literature; John the Baptist living off rodents in the desert, the wandering Brahmins, Merlin in his early life, living in the forest and away from civilization.  Liber AL says that pure will must be unassuaged and without any lust of result; again, a contradiction to the idea of any planned manifestation...that indeed, as you say, a division has occurred in the psyche.  One is then sufferring from a schizophrenia or some other psychotic manifestation.
Yes this is the message that I felt many of the genii were trying to drill into my head during the Neophyte experience.  Improvise, and then you find joy in everymoment.  If you are being tortured look for funny runes in your blook as it coats the floor.  
 

Even when in pain one can still find an excuse to laugh and make the situation serve the aspiration.  
Essence moves of its own accord and in its own way and time; and of its own means.  It is beyond the lower egoic manifestations where the passions and enviromental opportunities and limitations dwell.  As Obi Wan says in Star Wars, one must trust the 'Force' and move with it.  Therefore, passion and means must be devoted to it and not become its own separate force (pun intended). 

 

Yes this is a helpful way to look at it.
 

As for absolutes, is it an absolute fact that there are no absolutes?  The question of absolutes has always demanded tedious definitions of terms et al in order for a fruitful discussion to occur.   
We could perhaps say that if you stick a working grenade in my ear and pull the pin, it's absolutely true that I will die.  So there are absolutes, generally speaking.  But per morals and other intellectualisms, there can't be any absolutes.  Per Liber AL, there is always that factor that is infinite and unknown.  So we do have to be careful not to mix apples and oranges.
 

Yes this is the general method in universities, exne on absolutes is more of an epistemological method.
 

What about change?  It seems to be the one empirical constant that has never been denied in nature.  Is change relative?   
I'm not sure what you mean here; yes, change is the one constant in the Universe.  This has been taught in the mystery schools since time immemorial.  Is change relative?  Yes, it's relative to the way things are in this moment; each moment being unique unto itself. 

 

I sometimes suspect an absolute reality, but it is above the abyss.  I think it is safe that the human mind definately cannot grasp absolutes.  Bannning absolutes from discourse also serves epistemological ends since it enforces one to recognize human limitations.   
The Qabalah teaches that this absolute reality; perfection is in the Ain Soph and is therefore in the NOT.  Per Liber LXV, manifestation is a stain; the "shame of Khem" in chapter two.  So the only perfection is before manifestation or outside of manifestation.  So even the Supernals themselves are but a stain.  Cf. my recent posts on the Logos by Blavatsky. According to her, the Logos is said to emanate from the Ain Soph.  This is consistent with the Deistic idea that God is not directly connected with the Universe; is not a personal God or a anthropomorphic personality.  Such gods would be the lesser gods typified by so many Pagan and polytheist traditions (including monotheism, which is really a misnomer).  The true God as it were, would be outside all of this; a Pleroma that the Gnostics asserted would not 'dirty its hands' with this world.
 

Even change is annihilated during the experince of samadhi.  Yet within the real of assiah and even yetzirah change is constant.   
hmmm...couldn't we say that one reaching a state of 'pure' spontaneity would be in Samadhi with change?  Would not the great mystics, such as those I mentioned above, be on a par with something like this. 

 

Good point, that does serve as a problem.  But are not many yogis talking about a changeless eternal reality that one becomes aware of during samadhi?
 

I guess we should clarify the term 'absolute' since to claim that there are no absolutes negates itself, by its own premise, thus meaning there may or may not be absolutes!  or absolutes are relative, which of course is a logical absurdity. 
This is where philosophy or at least the semantics that is so integral with it often fails. This is why I am so annoyed with academic philosophy in general.  It isn't real philsophy at all in my opinion, but a museum obsessed with language.  Reality (or realities!) itself still requires mystical powers of perception.  When the philosopher loses his or her appreciation of the limitation of words and the ideas that words delimit, a whole mode of perception lies dormant in the mind.  So it seems to me, that philosophy without a thorough study even of epistemology can be quite inadequate legitimate philosophy includes the study of epistemology...and still somewhat inadequate even with epistimological intellection.  The mystical is a faculty that is beyond the intellect; only the arts approach it, as far as the various liberal disciplines are concerned.  This is what the GCL talks about with the idea of 'moving soul' on our website.
 

The real problem is that current scholarship, or mainstream scholarship along with our current cultural propaganda either totally  denies this mode of perception as important or valuable (secular material science), or urges blind faith (Most christists).
 

I agree with the your critique of peace, there will always be contending forces, but I think even A.C. acknowledged this.  Yet I think a greater degree, emphasis on degree, of harmony can occure as the rusult of adherance to the law.  But peace seems necessarily forbidden to embodied existence.  But the individual can also experience greater psychological harmony and coherence as a result of karma yoga, making concentration on the pure will and being in the moment.  This of course does not mean being ''happy" per se,  It means expereincing greater harmony and coherence.   
It means accepting the world as it is; whether you're making love to your woman or you're being tortured in a Latin American prison cell.  These are all aspects of union that we know have no distinction beyond the Abyss.  The Universal Mind does not differentiate experience, which NUIT tells us about in Liber AL.  When she says to make no difference between one thing and another and that thereby their cometh hurt, she's saying make no difference between opulence and torture...so then what is hurt?...it seems definitely not to be torture.  This is the mystical experience described in as clear a cipher/parable as has ever been penned.  In other words, there is no difference between peace and war; making this difference is not only illusory but psychicly disastrous.  Is it no wonder that our politicians give us such rhetoric as "the war to end war", ad nauseum?  And this sort of spiritual destruction is inherent in all the ego-loser traditions that I so oven rant against. 

Very insightful.  Yes I remember I vision I had in early fall, I told you about privately, where every possible experience must happen.  Yet ethically we can still argue that moral evaluations are part of this infinite experience.  One of course not be too caught up in them though or the spontanaity is lost. 
I really enjoyed this, I'll definately keep a copy for future reference.
93/93
Ryan 

Hi Ryan,
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The pure will just is.  My premis states that 'true will' is a phenomenon of 'pure will' therefore it is neither controlled or planned, just as the ego (also a phenomenon of pure will) is unlikly to be planned.  Yet within the maya matrix cast by the mental mode, the ego experiences the true will as at least partially planned.  Personally I see it analogous to making lemonade when life gives you lemons.   
This strongly suggests that True Will has an intimate tie with the ego; and I would have to say then, that this would be the lower ego.  As long as this lower ego is serving 'essence' or the higher ego, I would say that this is quite insightful on your part; as far as explaining how the True Will emanates phenomenologically.  And it does validate Crowley's use of the phrase. 

 It would be Calvanistic if I took the sense of purpose to be a necessarily absolute fact.  Yet if you recall, I also said that it is a subjective sense of purpose or mission in one's life.  The notion of destiny is too murky and often leads to self flattery, and usually self delusion.  
What we have to avoid then is the idea of one, single life's purpose.  As you imply below, as the winds of change may bring an end to a current career, so a new one would then evolve. 

 

And I'm forced to then ask, what happens when my "passion and environmental means" (as you say) still leads me to failure?  Where was the Universal inertia? 

Again I see the environmental means as being equivelant if not at least correlative with Universal inertia.  This is a good question and I cannot pretend to know any real answers. lol.  However, I see passion and environmental means as dynamic, thus what works for a while may not work later.  Thus the magician must always be sensitive to what is happening.  I may love selling shoes, I have the inertia of the universe, demand location et al, everything works for five years, then things change bigger chains begin choking me out.  If I am aware, and not too attatched to my business I can look for another set of means that suit another passion.  I love hamburgers, I sell the shoe store and open a hamburger joint.  If an unforseen event occurs, and I am bankrupt, I would make the best of it and enjoy what I can when I can and gradually work toward something else.  I do not see this as failure.  Real failure is feeling sorry for one's self and others, followed by loss of self awareness, in my opinion.  The phenomenal world is transitory, and I see the path of pure will and true will as excellent means of operating with this transient phenomenon in a creative and meaningful way.   
Passion in terms of 'Energized Enthusiasm' in the example cited above is for business and not for shoes or hamburgers.  And so the core essence has not really changed at all in your example...merely the external nature of its manifestation.  I look at the course of my life and see the underlying essence that is my nature; and I see the different outward appearances/apparitions/manifestations.  To avoid the Calvanistic error, I realize that though this is that which is within me, the Universe itself is not dependent upon me and that even if I were on something as strong as a 'mission from God', I am completely replaceable.  And so whatever the Pure Will produces phenomenologically, we must realize that all they can be are signals that point back to the Pure Will.  If we involve our egoic energy into these outward manifestations, this is the fracturing of the psyche.  We then assume our own self-importance and self-righteousness (like so many cult leaders, business managers, politicians, et al). 

I experience passion to be very spontaneous.  It is usually dispasionate husbands who bore their wives with their routines.  I also don't see a necessary planned destiny, since passion and means are dynamic, they change and require creative efforts from the individual to deal with those changes.  As per my last comment.  Thinking of the pure will as a planned destiney is madness, and boring, and likely to lead to dissapointment, along with anal control issues, the opposite of Thelema.   
Passion need not be spontaneous.  As I was intimating a bit covertly above, my 'passion' has been life-long for the Truth.  This has not only been about the search for truth in religion and spirituality; but in social communication and all the elements of daily living.  And so outside the Calvanistic notion of a planned destiny and the potentially self-destructive impotency of spontaneous passions being indulged, there's something of essence that can be found to underlie all that we do...as Love is that which underlies Will in the Thelemic formula of Love under Will.  This essence and passion that I suppose, seem to explain each other as both Love and Will equal 93 in the Greek Qabalah.  And in explaining each other, they seem to be different emanations of the same thing.
 This is why I am so annoyed with academic philosophy in general.  It isn't real philsophy at all in my opinion, but a museum obsessed with language.   ... legitimate philosophy includes the study of epistemology... 
The problem though is that academia nor any rational-based discipline cannot comprehend that which is a-rational.  And therefore anything based on a-rational thought cannot be evaluated.  There is no difference in the arts really, we can't really place a rational value on the working time of any artist in a capitalistic culture. 
The real problem is that current scholarship, or mainstream scholarship along with our current cultural propaganda either totally  denies this mode of perception as important or valuable (secular material science), or urges blind faith (Most christists). 
Fault should not be placed within academia.  It works within its limitations as does anything else.  There is yet, no real science for other modes of perception; though I think eventually there will be...maybe even with people like us, and our work in projects like Liber 231, opening the door of possibilities for science.  After all, today's Magick is tomorrow's Science.
But I am particularly moved by the article I sent to the list today on morality; and I'll quote from it:
“S​ince the time of the En​light​en​ment,” Haidt said, “phi​loso​phers have cel​e​brat​ed the pow​er and vir​tue of cool, dis​pas​sion​ate rea​son​ing. Un​for​tu​nate​ly, few peo​ple oth​er than phi​loso​phers can en​gage in such cool, hon​est rea​son​ing when mor​al is​sues are at stake. The rest of us be​have more like lawyers, us​ing any ar​gu​ments we can find to make our case, rath​er than like judg​es or sci​en​tists search​ing for the truth. This does​n’t mean we are doomed to be immor​al; it just means that we should look for the roots of our con​si​der​able vir​tue else​where.” 
Academia must move within its own sphere.  The question really is that as you personally, take up a career in philosophy, are you to be a follower or a leader?  Each has its price for you to pay.  If you are to be a leader, you will also be controversial and perhaps ostacized within your profession.
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