Quite deep and vividly explained. Enjoy!

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=69F7GhASOdM
o the phantoms of the mind,
how they frighten and distort and blind
one's first perceptions and how kind
they seem in their constant vigilance
of their helpless, cornered prisoners


and the actual text from which the video derives...

http://webspace.ship.edu/cgboer/platoscave.html
http://www.historyguide.org/intellect/allegory.html *** (see below)

 

The following selection is taken from the Benjamin Jowett translation (Vintage, 1991), pp. 253-261. As you read the Allegory, try to make a mental picture of the cave Plato describes. Better yet, why not draw a picture of it and refer to it as you read the selection. In many ways, understanding Plato's Allegory of the Cave will make your foray into the world of philosophical thought much less burdensome.

*          *           *           *           *           *

[Socrates] And now, I said, let me show in a figure how far our nature is enlightened or unenlightened: --Behold! human beings living in a underground cave, which has a mouth open towards the light and reaching all along the cave; here they have been from their childhood, and have their legs and necks chained so that they cannot move, and can only see before them, being prevented by the chains from turning round their heads. Above and behind them a fire is blazing at a distance, and between the fire and the prisoners there is a raised way; and you will see, if you look, a low wall built along the way, like the screen which marionette players have in front of them, over which they show the puppets. 
[Glaucon] I see. 
[Socrates] And do you see, I said, men passing along the wall carrying all sorts of vessels, and statues and figures of animals made of wood and stone and various materials, which appear over the wall? Some of them are talking, others silent.
[Glaucon] You have shown me a strange image, and they are strange prisoners. 
[Socrates] Like ourselves, I replied; and they see only their own shadows, or the shadows of one another, which the fire throws on the opposite wall of the cave? 
[Glaucon] True, he said; how could they see anything but the shadows if they were never allowed to move their heads? 
[Socrates] And of the objects which are being carried in like manner they would only see the shadows? 
[Glaucon] Yes, he said. 
[Socrates] And if they were able to converse with one another, would they not suppose that they were naming what was actually before them? 
[Glaucon] Very true. 
[Socrates] And suppose further that the prison had an echo which came from the other side, would they not be sure to fancy when one of the passers-by spoke that the voice which they heard came from the passing shadow? 
[Glaucon] No question, he replied. 
[Socrates] To them, I said, the truth would be literally nothing but the shadows of the images. 
[Glaucon] That is certain. 
[Socrates] And now look again, and see what will naturally follow if the prisoners are released and disabused of their error. At first, when any of them is liberated and compelled suddenly to stand up and turn his neck round and walk and look towards the light, he will suffer sharp pains; the glare will distress him, and he will be unable to see the realities of which in his former state he had seen the shadows; and then conceive some one saying to him, that what he saw before was an illusion, but that now, when he is approaching nearer to being and his eye is turned towards more real existence, he has a clearer vision, -what will be his reply? And you may further imagine that his instructor is pointing to the objects as they pass and requiring him to name them, -will he not be perplexed? Will he not fancy that the shadows which he formerly saw are truer than the objects which are now shown to him? 
[Glaucon] Far truer. 
[Socrates] And if he is compelled to look straight at the light, will he not have a pain in his eyes which will make him turn away to take and take in the objects of vision which he can see, and which he will conceive to be in reality clearer than the things which are now being shown to him? 
[Glaucon] True, he now. 
[Socrates] And suppose once more, that he is reluctantly dragged up a steep and rugged ascent, and held fast until he 's forced into the presence of the sun himself, is he not likely to be pained and irritated? When he approaches the light his eyes will be dazzled, and he will not be able to see anything at all of what are now called realities. 
[Glaucon] Not all in a moment, he said. 
[Socrates] He will require to grow accustomed to the sight of the upper world. And first he will see the shadows best, next the reflections of men and other objects in the water, and then the objects themselves; then he will gaze upon the light of the moon and the stars and the spangled heaven; and he will see the sky and the stars by night better than the sun or the light of the sun by day? 
[Glaucon] Certainly. 
[Socrates] Last of he will be able to see the sun, and not mere reflections of him in the water, but he will see him in his own proper place, and not in another; and he will contemplate him as he is. 
[Glaucon] Certainly. 
[Socrates] He will then proceed to argue that this is he who gives the season and the years, and is the guardian of all that is in the visible world, and in a certain way the cause of all things which he and his fellows have been accustomed to behold? 
[Glaucon] Clearly, he said, he would first see the sun and then reason about him. 
[Socrates] And when he remembered his old habitation, and the wisdom of the cave and his fellow-prisoners, do you not suppose that he would felicitate himself on the change, and pity them? 
[Glaucon] Certainly, he would. 
[Socrates] And if they were in the habit of conferring honors among themselves on those who were quickest to observe the passing shadows and to remark which of them went before, and which followed after, and which were together; and who were therefore best able to draw conclusions as to the future, do you think that he would care for such honors and glories, or envy the possessors of them? Would he not say with Homer, 

Better to be the poor servant of a poor master, 
and to endure anything, rather than think as they do and live after their manner? 
[Glaucon] Yes, he said, I think that he would rather suffer anything than entertain these false notions and live in this miserable manner. 
[Socrates] Imagine once more, I said, such an one coming suddenly out of the sun to be replaced in his old situation; would he not be certain to have his eyes full of darkness? 
[Glaucon] To be sure, he said. 
[Socrates] And if there were a contest, and he had to compete in measuring the shadows with the prisoners who had never moved out of the cave, while his sight was still weak, and before his eyes had become steady (and the time which would be needed to acquire this new habit of sight might be very considerable) would he not be ridiculous? Men would say of him that up he went and down he came without his eyes; and that it was better not even to think of ascending; and if any one tried to loose another and lead him up to the light, let them only catch the offender, and they would put him to death. 
[Glaucon] No question, he said. 
[Socrates] This entire allegory, I said, you may now append, dear Glaucon, to the previous argument; the prison-house is the world of sight, the light of the fire is the sun, and you will not misapprehend me if you interpret the journey upwards to be the ascent of the soul into the intellectual world according to my poor belief, which, at your desire, I have expressed whether rightly or wrongly God knows. But, whether true or false, my opinion is that in the world of knowledge the idea of good appears last of all, and is seen only with an effort; and, when seen, is also inferred to be the universal author of all things beautiful and right, parent of light and of the lord of light in this visible world, and the immediate source of reason and truth in the intellectual; and that this is the power upon which he who would act rationally, either in public or private life must have his eye fixed.
[Glaucon] I agree, he said, as far as I am able to understand you. 
[Socrates] Moreover, I said, you must not wonder that those who attain to this beatific vision are unwilling to descend to human affairs; for their souls are ever hastening into the upper world where they desire to dwell; which desire of theirs is very natural, if our allegory may be trusted. 
[Glaucon] Yes, very natural. 
[Socrates] And is there anything surprising in one who passes from divine contemplations to the evil state of man, misbehaving himself in a ridiculous manner; if, while his eyes are blinking and before he has become accustomed to the surrounding darkness, he is compelled to fight in courts of law, or in other places, about the images or the shadows of images of justice, and is endeavoring to meet the conceptions of those who have never yet seen absolute justice? 
[Glaucon] Anything but surprising, he replied. 
[Socrates] Any one who has common sense will remember that the bewilderments of the eyes are of two kinds, and arise from two causes, either from coming out of the light or from going into the light, which is true of the mind's eye, quite as much as of the bodily eye; and he who remembers this when he sees any one whose vision is perplexed and weak, will not be too ready to laugh; he will first ask whether that soul of man has come out of the brighter light, and is unable to see because unaccustomed to the dark, or having turned from darkness to the day is dazzled by excess of light. And he will count the one happy in his condition and state of being, and he will pity the other; or, if he have a mind to laugh at the soul which comes from below into the light, there will be more reason in this than in the laugh which greets him who returns from above out of the light into the cave. 
[Glaucon] That, he said, is a very just distinction. 
[Socrates] But then, if I am right, certain professors of education must be wrong when they say that they can put a knowledge into the soul which was not there before, like sight into blind eyes. 
[Glaucon] They undoubtedly say this, he replied. 
[Socrates] Whereas, our argument shows that the power and capacity of learning exists in the soul already; and that just as the eye was unable to turn from darkness to light without the whole body, so too the instrument of knowledge can only by the movement of the whole soul be turned from the world of becoming into that of being, and learn by degrees to endure the sight of being, and of the brightest and best of being, or in other words, of the good. 
[Glaucon] Very true. 
[Socrates] And must there not be some art which will effect conversion in the easiest and quickest manner; not implanting the faculty of sight, for that exists already, but has been turned in the wrong direction, and is looking away from the truth? 
[Glaucon] Yes, he said, such an art may be presumed. 
[Socrates] And whereas the other so-called virtues of the soul seem to be akin to bodily qualities, for even when they are not originally innate they can be implanted later by habit and exercise, the of wisdom more than anything else contains a divine element which always remains, and by this conversion is rendered useful and profitable; or, on the other hand, hurtful and useless. Did you never observe the narrow intelligence flashing from the keen eye of a clever rogue --how eager he is, how clearly his paltry soul sees the way to his end; he is the reverse of blind, but his keen eyesight is forced into the service of evil, and he is mischievous in proportion to his cleverness. 
[Glaucon] Very true, he said. 
[Socrates] But what if there had been a circumcision of such natures in the days of their youth; and they had been severed from those sensual pleasures, such as eating and drinking, which, like leaden weights, were attached to them at their birth, and which drag them down and turn the vision of their souls upon the things that are below --if, I say, they had been released from these impediments and turned in the opposite direction, the very same faculty in them would have seen the truth as keenly as they see what their eyes are turned to now. 
[Glaucon] Very likely. 
[Socrates] Yes, I said; and there is another thing which is likely. or rather a necessary inference from what has preceded, that neither the uneducated and uninformed of the truth, nor yet those who never make an end of their education, will be able ministers of State; not the former, because they have no single aim of duty which is the rule of all their actions, private as well as public; nor the latter, because they will not act at all except upon compulsion, fancying that they are already dwelling apart in the islands of the blest. 
[Glaucon] Very true, he replied. 
[Socrates] Then, I said, the business of us who are the founders of the State will be to compel the best minds to attain that knowledge which we have already shown to be the greatest of all-they must continue to ascend until they arrive at the good; but when they have ascended and seen enough we must not allow them to do as they do now. 
[Glaucon] What do you mean? 
[Socrates] I mean that they remain in the upper world: but this must not be allowed; they must be made to descend again among the prisoners in the cave, and partake of their labors and honors, whether they are worth having or not. 
[Glaucon] But is not this unjust? he said; ought we to give them a worse life, when they might have a better? 
[Socrates] You have again forgotten, my friend, I said, the intention of the legislator, who did not aim at making any one class in the State happy above the rest; the happiness was to be in the whole State, and he held the citizens together by persuasion and necessity, making them benefactors of the State, and therefore benefactors of one another; to this end he created them, not to please themselves, but to be his instruments in binding up the State. 
[Glaucon] True, he said, I had forgotten. 
[Socrates] Observe, Glaucon, that there will be no injustice in compelling our philosophers to have a care and providence of others; we shall explain to them that in other States, men of their class are not obliged to share in the toils of politics: and this is reasonable, for they grow up at their own sweet will, and the government would rather not have them. Being self-taught, they cannot be expected to show any gratitude for a culture which they have never received. But we have brought you into the world to be rulers of the hive, kings of yourselves and of the other citizens, and have educated you far better and more perfectly than they have been educated, and you are better able to share in the double duty. Wherefore each of you, when his turn comes, must go down to the general underground abode, and get the habit of seeing in the dark. When you have acquired the habit, you will see ten thousand times better than the inhabitants of the cave, and you will know what the several images are, and what they represent, because you have seen the beautiful and just and good in their truth. And thus our State which is also yours will be a reality, and not a dream only, and will be administered in a spirit unlike that of other States, in which men fight with one another about shadows only and are distracted in the struggle for power, which in their eyes is a great good. Whereas the truth is that the State in which the rulers are most reluctant to govern is always the best and most quietly governed, and the State in which they are most eager, the worst. 
[Glaucon] Quite true, he replied. 
[Socrates] And will our pupils, when they hear this, refuse to take their turn at the toils of State, when they are allowed to spend the greater part of their time with one another in the heavenly light? 
[Glaucon] Impossible, he answered; for they are just men, and the commands which we impose upon them are just; there can be no doubt that every one of them will take office as a stern necessity, and not after the fashion of our present rulers of State. 
[Socrates] Yes, my friend, I said; and there lies the point. You must contrive for your future rulers another and a better life than that of a ruler, and then you may have a well-ordered State; for only in the State which offers this, will they rule who are truly rich, not in silver and gold, but in virtue and wisdom, which are the true blessings of life. Whereas if they go to the administration of public affairs, poor and hungering after the' own private advantage, thinking that hence they are to snatch the chief good, order there can never be; for they will be fighting about office, and the civil and domestic broils which thus arise will be the ruin of the rulers themselves and of the whole State. 
[Glaucon] Most true, he replied. 
[Socrates] And the only life which looks down upon the life of political ambition is that of true philosophy. Do you know of any other? 
[Glaucon] Indeed, I do not, he said. 
[Socrates] And those who govern ought not to be lovers of the task? For, if they are, there will be rival lovers, and they will fight. 
[Glaucon] No question. 
[Socrates] Who then are those whom we shall compel to be guardians? Surely they will be the men who are wisest about affairs of State, and by whom the State is best administered, and who at the same time have other honors and another and a better life than that of politics? 
[Glaucon] They are the men, and I will choose them, he replied. 
[Socrates] And now shall we consider in what way such guardians will be produced, and how they are to be brought from darkness to light, -- as some are said to have ascended from the world below to the gods? 
[Glaucon] By all means, he replied. 
[Socrates] The process, I said, is not the turning over of an oyster-shell, but the turning round of a soul passing from a day which is little better than night to the true day of being, that is, the ascent from below, which we affirm to be true philosophy? 
[Glaucon] Quite so. 
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Hi Cammy,
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It’s great to see you taking interest in this alleghory.  On the homepage of one of the links you provided, there’s a statement that I think captures a strong summary of Plato’s entire philosophy:

The Allegory presents, in brief form, most of Plato's major philosophical assumptions: his belief that the world revealed by our senses is not the real world but only a poor copy of it, and that the real world can only be apprehended intellectually; his idea that knowledge cannot be transferred from teacher to student, but rather that education consists in directing student's minds toward what is real and important and allowing them to apprehend it for themselves.
The Supramental Yoga school (connected with my serialized comments on the Mother’s tome) works off this guiding philosophy quite well when they stipulate that our sensory understanding of this world is a bit skewed and that with the evolution of the consciousness of the cells of one’s body, one can come to a relation with a more perfected material world.  This is the conclusion someone of the ‘Integral’ consciousness would come to.

Others who adhere to more ‘Spiritual’ philosophizing have found in the alleghory, a nihilistic attitude towards this world and with the development of Christianity, created a ‘better’ world (heaven) as they determined that the objects of this world were worse than just a poor copy, rather that these objects were totally illusory with no ‘ideal’ counterpart.

And I think any valid spiritual instruction requires that the student’s mind be directed towards Plato’s ‘ideal’ reality.  On the one hand, this requires that the student be taught how to develop the astral body, whereby, the student be given the opportunity to perceive for his or herself.  Any valid spiritual system (such as the A.’.A.’.) then sets up a certain set of symbols and experiences in order to direct the student to arrive at certain apprehensions that then go to developing a common language between student and teacher; and from which, more advanced instruction can be given to explore even greater subtlety in the experience.

The futility in trying to get the student to comprehend what he or she has not experienced, as found by the guy that returns to the cave to inform the other prisoners, really sets up the political examination of the story of the crucifixion in the New Testament.  For that matter, I can’t help wanting to mention that this is also reflected in the rock opera, Tommy, by the Who (“We’re not gonna take it”).  In both cases, the method of attainment is rejected as most people don’t want the experience, but are quite well entertained by the shadows on the wall; of which they are also mesmerized.  And hence, the instructor is attacked for disturbing their sleep; like one might throw the alarm clock at the wall when it goes off in the morning.
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We have to find some higher meaning in life. One can't simply believe their first impressions; or rather, one cannot after finding a bit of spiritual maturity. It could also be the insanity so many people encounter when they do the exact opposite in their own self-absorption or when one first starts out on the path. I found the allegory extremely enlightening for illustration the expansion of one's point of view as well as their reaction to the environment. These impulsive conclusions are due to conditioning and are probably part of one's vices. Once they are analyzed, however, they can be applied more judiciously and tempered by both reason and passionate emotion. And no one longer identifies the self with the emotions.

In a way also, it speaks something of "The Hanged Man." To add to your comment about Jesus' crucifixion, it's a state that's glorified in current Christianity that all one needs to do is believe in Jesus and suffering is a virtue; the slave-state. It's not so easy! Real work takes sweat and blood (devotion of life, time and energy) and tears.

We have to start somewhere; as you've written sometimes, to be interested and do magick one has to be nuts to begin with ;-)

Liber AL says,"[...] Then this line drawn is a key; then this circle squared in its failure is a key also." chIII v47

"There is a veil: that veil is black. It is the veil of the modest woman; it is the veil of sorrow, & the pall of death: this is none of me. Tear down that lying spectre of the centuries: veil not your vices in virtuous words: these vices are my service; ye do well, & I will reward you here and hereafter." chII v52.
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And doesn't Christianity make out the spectres to be "demons" and "Satan" influencing the person? I find it dehumanizing and invalidates free will and responsibility. It's a blind reaction to project, and clouds vision of the characteristics of oneself and life, much less being able to see other people and the world. Tunnel vision.
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I am reminded of the Fortune Atu. What some might call a preordained fate left to the powers of chaos, Thelemites know it as the law of change and stability and the will to make things happen (magick) in one's star-sphere, however small that may be. Also, here is "O Fortuna" followed by the translation of the Latin lyrics.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BNWpZ-Y_KvU&feature=player_embedded
 

O Fortune, like the moon of ever changing state, you are always waxing or waning; hateful life now is brutal, now pampers our feelings with its game; poverty, power, it melts them like ice. 

Fate, savage and empty, you are a turning wheel, y...our position is uncertain, your favour is idle and always likely to disappear; covered in shadows and veiled you bear upon me too; now my back is naked through the sport of your wickedness. 

The chance of prosperity and of virtue is not now mine; whether willing or not, a man is always liable for Fortune's service. At this hour without delay touch the strings! Because through luck she lays low the brave, all join with me in lamentation!
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"Oh bliss. Bliss and heaven. It was gorgeousness and gorgeousity made flesh. It was like a bird of rarest spun heaven metal, or like silvery wine flowing in a space ship; gravity all non-sense now. As I slooshied,﻿ I knew such lovely pictures!"
- A Clockwork Orange
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We have to find some higher meaning in life. 
I would say that we have to create meaning in life.  This is the real challenge; meaning is not waiting somewhere for us to ‘find’ it.  This is where the superstitious trip up one of their earliest existential crises.  Such a type ‘finds’ meaning by belonging to something bigger than they find themselves to be.  This is why if you opine against their favorite holy cow, they bite back so hard at you.  You’re not just sharing a negative opinion, but attacking the very thing that helps them to cope with their lives.

Such a person finds the meaning in belonging to a group; the Roman Church; Tom’s church down the street; the O.T.O.; the [fill in favorite rock group].  Such a person takes one’s identity from that group and from his or her opinions of that group.  This is much like the teenager identifying with a rock or a movie star.  The failure of the existential crisis is that the person never turned that into finding his or her own identity.  Rather, the person continued to ‘believe’ and remained ‘true’ and ‘loyal’ to his or her ego (sic)/idol/God.  Only now the person has grown up; so he or she may have added their employer to their identity (especially in the U.S.).

One can't simply believe their first impressions; or rather, one cannot after finding a bit of spiritual maturity. It could also be the insanity so many people encounter when they do the exact opposite in their own self-absorption or when one first starts out on the path. I found the allegory extremely enlightening for illustration the expansion of one's point of view as well as their reaction to the environment. These impulsive conclusions are due to conditioning and are probably part of one's vices. Once they are analyzed, however, they can be applied more judiciously and tempered by both reason and passionate emotion. And no one longer identifies the self with the emotions.

More than the emotions, one needs to find a way to identify with one’s self; discovering one’s own ‘voice’; as might be said to an artist…one’s Logos as one might say to a mage.  Of course then, narcissism (“self-absorption”) is at the beginning of the journey.  It’s why one is reaching out to discover meaning in one’s life.  The failure of the existential crisis doesn’t produce this, but convinces the person that he or she has arrived at the end of the effort.  They now ‘believe’ and the work is accomplished.  Such a loser (at the existential crisis) pretends that they are mature for their ‘belief’ and finds flaw in the “egotist” (cf. A Zelator’s Aphorisms) who continues to explore his or herself.  This person finds maturity in what he or she believes (especially in spiritual circles) is the loss of ego as they submit to the larger-than-self order that has been imposed upon them (slavery). The individualist is demonized for thinking on one’s own; something very foreign and suspicious to a superstitious person, which leads him or her to easily find ‘evil’ in the individualist (a protection mechanism to further crystallize one’s belief system).  But then of course, it’s the individualist who will find self-actualization (top of Maslow’s hierarchy).

The vice here might be said to be more a crutch that allows the person to bypass the need to investigate this area of one’s existence.  But you make a salient point when you say that it is important to distrust first impressions.  It’s not that the images are false, but they are the shadows of objects within a greater light (L.V.X.).  Experience becomes the only possible tool by which one can come to apprehend the greater world outside ones’ finite existence…to explore the relationship between Nuit and Hadit.  And one can’t convey personal experience with the use of words; alone.  Rather, one can only introduce another to a more broad experience (leading a horse to water); but one cannot even then, expect the superstitious to take on that experience.  It can  be very scary for a lot of people.  You’ll know the ones that were frightened by the level of anger they cast back at you.  Remember Alamantra and the “censure” he organized against me?  Here’s a former Probationer who wrote to me of how he was incapable of performing the Star Ruby; only a month later to have the “censure” in full circulation.

In a way also, it speaks something of "The Hanged Man." To add to your comment about Jesus' crucifixion, it's a state that's glorified in current Christianity that all one needs to do is believe in Jesus and suffering is a virtue; the slave-state. It's not so easy! Real work takes sweat and blood (devotion of life, time and energy) and tears.

Yes, the work is difficult and arduous in reality…and yet there’s a glamour around Magick that’s even promoted by such organizations as the O.T.O., A.M.O.R.C., the Golden Dawn and all the other larger organizations.  This makes it easy for the superstitious to convince themselves that they’ve overcome their existential failure as they’ve left behind the church of their parents.  But in most cases as I’ve seen for myself, they’ve simply switched one false belief for another.  They can’t see that they’re still placing importance on the organization they belong to (one larger than his or herself) and not on their own effort.

We have to start somewhere; as you've written sometimes, to be interested and do magick one has to be nuts to begin with ;-)

Especially if you want to study with me, me and me!  
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Christianity builds a penultimate specter: Jeeeeeeesus. (be afraid, be very afraid…“Is fear in thine heart?”--AL)

This consoler egregore leaves no doubt as to what it is: “You’ll find comfort in the Bible.”

The blindness you indicate is deeper than the superstitious could ever hope to understand.  They haven’t found themselves; only something larger than and not themselves.  So how can they then come to know another if they know not themselves?  They can’t.  Oh, they marry and forge personal and professional relationships (weak joys); they weep at funerals and cry over their losses (shallow pains for empty hearts).  And in their judgmentalism, they condemn others who are not like them.

AL I.31:  "For these fools of men and their woes care not thou at all!  They feel little; what is, is balanced by weak joys; but ye are my chosen ones."
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Holy cow! "Sacred cows make the best hamburger" - Mark Twain ;-)

I think you nailed it on the head, that finding one's own voice and discovering oneself IS the meaning in life.

I've heard a lot that "it's good to believe in something greater than yourself." Really? What could be greater than people believing in their own selves - all the geniuses, inventors, artists, and philosophers throughout history?
However, I do think it's beneficial to be involved in the world...maybe not a specific group but the brotherhood of man.
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It’s not that there’s anything wrong with belonging to something greater than yourself.  It’s an honest and virtuous human endeavor.  After all, it is community and the formation of the state (strictly Platonic theory) that civilizes us.  So if you want to serve a social organization or a political party or a spiritual/religious group…or even the association of sweater knitters…well…that’s something that you should then do.  Just don’t take your identity from this; be an individual within the group.  More than likely, two things will then happen for such an individualist:  One will either become a part of the leadership or one will be castigated from the group; being chastised for “not smok[ing] the same cigarettes as me.”

BTW: (completing my sixth month as a reformed cigarette smoker…yayyyyyyy!)


93/93

pj

PJ,

93

Ouspensky writes in "In Search of the Miraculous" that the sleeping man is like a machine, only able to do what he is programmed to do, and with many fragmentary voices and "I"s all clamoring for control. To start the journey, does one have to believe (i.e., have faith) that one is a machine and stop at that lowly conclusion? No - see and know for yourself, study, see the complicated workings.

93 93

Cammy

Hi Cammy,

93

Christianity builds a penultimate specter: Jeeeeeeesus. (be afraid, be very afraid…“Is fear in thine heart?”--AL)

This consoler egregore leaves no doubt as to what it is: “You’ll find comfort in the Bible.”

The blindness you indicate is deeper than the superstitious could ever hope to understand.  They haven’t found themselves; only something larger than and not themselves.  So how can they then come to know another if they know not themselves?  They can’t.  Oh, they marry and forge personal and professional relationships (weak joys); they weep at funerals and cry over their losses (shallow pains for empty hearts).  And in their judgmentalism, they condemn others who are not like them.

AL I.31:  "For these fools of men and their woes care not thou at all!  They feel little; what is, is balanced by weak joys; but ye are my chosen ones."
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This was a very inspiration book for me personally; taught me a lot about myself.

You’ve chosen a marvelous point to make here; yes, one doesn’t have to ‘believe’ that one is ‘asleep.’  One can’t even create an intellectual argument to show either oneself or another of this problem:

AL III.42:  "The ordeals thou shalt oversee thyself, save only the blind ones.  Refuse none, but thou shalt know & destroy the traitors.  I am Ra-Hoor-Khuit; and I am powerful to protect my servant.  Success is thy proof: argue not; convert not; talk not overmuch!  Them that seek to entrap thee, to overthrow thee, them attack without pity or quarter; & destroy them utterly.  Swift as a trodden serpent turn and strike!  Be thou yet deadlier than he!  Drag down their souls to awful torment: laugh at their fear: spit upon them!"

One has only to have the spiritual aspiration.  This is either there or it isn’t (from the A.’.A.’. perspective), which is why AL says:

AL III.39:  "All this and a book to say how thou didst come hither and a reproduction of this ink and paper for ever-for in it is the word secret & not only in the English-and thy comment upon this the Book of the Law shall be printed beautifully in red ink and black upon beautiful paper made by hand; and to each man and woman that thou meetest, were it but to dine or to drink at them, it is the Law to give.  Then they shall chance to abide in this bliss or no; it is no odds.  Do this quickly!"

It must come from one’s unconscious nature; especially if one isn’t already active on a spiritual path.   This is why in our lineage we ask the prospective new member to return a declarative statement (“It is my will to join the A.’.A.’.) and to do this “immediately or not at all.”  The unconscious only comes out when one stops intellectually thinking.  Such a one receiving this statement will either make the choice or not; revealing the inner aspiration.  But if they think about it:

AL II.30:  "If Will stops and cries Why, invoking Because, then Will stops & does nought."
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Language is made up of symbols, and personal meaning is what we derive from those symbols. They're not absolute or literal, but like science can change with new conclusions or additions. And there are so many nuances once can glean from one symbol again, let alone synchronicities or connections with other symbols. This is why a religion, in order to survive spiritually, must stand the test of time regarding its truths or otherwise becomes a corrupt powermongering institution that hides $materialism$ under "charity" and whatnot.

And for all that Jesus is blabbed about, there's some quote attributed to him where he said to hate your parents. Also...

From "Thus Spake Zarathustra."

"I now go alone, my disciples! Ye ...also now go away, and alone! So will I have it. Verily, I advise you: depart from me, and guard yourselves against Zarathustra! And better still: be ashamed of him! Perhaps he hath deceived you.
The man of knowledge must be able not only to love his enemies, but also to hate his friends.
One requiteth a teacher badly if one remain merely a scholar. And why will ye not pluck at my wreath?
Ye venerate me; but what if your veneration should some day collapse? Take heed lest a statue crush you!
Ye say, ye believe in Zarathustra? But of what account is Zarathustra! Ye are my believers: but of what account are all believers! Ye had not yet sought yourselves: then did ye find me. So do all believers; therefore all belief is of so little account. Now do I bid you lose me and find yourselves; and only when ye have all denied me, will I return unto you."
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Language is made up of symbols, and personal meaning is what we derive from those symbols. They're not absolute or literal, but like science can change with new conclusions or additions. And there are so many nuances once can glean from one symbol again, let alone synchronicities or connections with other symbols. This is why a religion, in order to survive spiritually, must stand the test of time regarding its truths or otherwise becomes a corrupt powermongering institution that hides $materialism$ under "charity" and whatnot.

Yes, no symbol can be absolute or literal; if a symbol was literal, it would no longer be a symbol.  This is key to understanding that since we live in a Universe of constant change, so does our relationship with the absolute/divine become subject to this change.  And it is why every generation must generate its own Gnosis and prophecy and why canonization destroys spirituality.

And for all that Jesus is blabbed about, there's some quote attributed to him where he said to hate your parents. 
Motta wrote about the problem of racial consciousness as a bar to spiritual attainment.  The idea that 'blood is thicker than water' is a foolish notion that allows our families to hold us in a spiritual rut that they can continue to push the deepest buttons on our psyche...buttons that won't be undone.  Our parents know us in diapers.  They will vehemently oppose any attempt to keep them from transgressing our boundaries as they have the habit (life-long) of being beyond our boundaries.  And so clinging to one's nuclear family is clinging to one's unconsciousness and choosing to remain asleep...but for the comforts of family.  And this of course is a consolation, so poo-pooed in Liber AL.
Also...

From "Thus Spake Zarathustra."

"I now go alone, my disciples! Ye ...also now go away, and alone! So will I have it. Verily, I advise you: depart from me, and guard yourselves against Zarathustra! And better still: be ashamed of him! Perhaps he hath deceived you.
The man of knowledge must be able not only to love his enemies, but also to hate his friends.
As Crowley also warn against, the worshipping of the guru, teacher, master, savior, et al is a certain bar against spiritual growth.  One comes to rely on such a person, rather than on oneself and therefore the work is not done.  The teacher then actually becomes a consoler.  Worse, the teachings and other words of the master become canonized; its symbols now becoming more a point of confusion than a point of realization.  And of course, the master then becomes more an obstacle to attainment than a facilitator.  Worse, the master and the worship of the master becomes more important than the attainment.

Or…as I like to tell my spiritual students…you’d have to be completely nuts to want to study with me.  
One requiteth a teacher badly if one remain merely a scholar. And why will ye not pluck at my wreath?
Ye venerate me; but what if your veneration should some day collapse? Take heed lest a statue crush you!
Ye say, ye believe in Zarathustra? But of what account is Zarathustra! Ye are my believers: but of what account are all believers! Ye had not yet sought yourselves: then did ye find me. So do all believers; therefore all belief is of so little account. Now do I bid you lose me and find yourselves; and only when ye have all denied me, will I return unto you."

Belief has little to do with spiritual attainment…the only thing you must believe in is yourself.

If you believe in Jesus, Crowley, Buddha, et al, ad nauseum…you are simply showing a lack of self-respect and self-understanding.  You’ve used these idols as an excuse to avoid self-examination as you waste all your effort in understanding your favorite god.
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The so-called ego losers are full of shit! What they are losing is the access to the higher ego and critical thinking skills.

And they flatter themselves by thinking they need to worship their "idol" or "idyllic" image!

It's all about them in their solipsistic bubble. Any true teacher was once a student himself and was not worshipped prior to those morons; in fact, is perfectly fine without them.

Here is another quote, I don't quite agree with it but there you have it. Food for thought.

“The end of religion is the beginning of spirituality. The end of spirituality is the beginning of reality, and the end of reality is real Bliss. When that too is gone, we have reached the destination.”
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"The danger with religion is that it tempts people to believe that the story of their deity is more important than human lives." - Michael Peat

So too, does the "family" mindset exclude the family or brotherhood of mankind. Everyone's fighting over who has the best imaginary friend.

Charles Kimball writes in When Religion Becomes Evil  a parallel comparison that children who say they have the best daddy are not lying (in their experience), but are not necessarily speaking the truth either - who's to impose theirs?

And as quoted in Motta's Astral Attack & Defense, "Why do so many religions exist in the world?" - "To break the monotony."

Religions have cultural flavor, as well.

I wouldn't say that those with mythologies no longer exist or had no religious value at the time, like Greco-Roman (though it's revived in Neopaganism). Hinduism, a world religion, has a large collection of myths.

But it may be the case that the current organized major religions will one day be looked back upon as mythology.
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I think it’s important to understand people’s need to belong to something bigger than themselves has much to do with the emptiness they actually feel inside.  As our society grows more and more hungry for sensory stimuli (i-phones, tv, (so-called) social media, et al), we can see more clearly the internal desperation that reigns supreme.  Their lives went unexamined; they did the unconscious thing—got married, made babies and work day and night (to support the babies), while wondering when they’re ever going to have the time to pursue the meaningful things that they once dreamed about.  Once they realize (if they do) that they’ve been caught up in a trap (about the time of the so-called mid-life crisis) it’s basically too late.

In speaking with a young college student (studying philosophy) a short while back; he noticed that as he was formulating his opinions on various political and social subjects, he was looking to see what other people’s opinions were as he was seeking to find an opinion he could voice of which they would approve.  Then he caught himself and realized the error in this.  He saw that then his opinions were not really his, but were an amalgamation of ‘correct’ opinions that would maintain his sociability.

I say that such behavior is a denial of the self and quite deadly in regards to the maturation and spiritual growth processes.  Indeed, most people are like this and most people cease maturing when failing the existential crisis (cf. Religious Experience & the Existential Crisis) actually cease all emotional and moral development.  And considering that this part of the existential crisis occurs in the teen years, most people really do not even attain adulthood; much less any real spiritual attainment.

Self-actualization is at the top of Maslow’s ‘Hierarchy of Needs’ and of the few that get there, they will tell you how dangerous a place it is to be in a world full of the walking undead.
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"The danger with religion is that it tempts people to believe that the story of their deity is more important than human lives." - Michael Peat

I find it quite interesting that the ancient Gnostics divided people into three different groups: Pneumatic, Psychic & Hylic.

The Hylic is a materialist—no spirituality and no religious feeling.  This one won’t die for God and won’t kill for God…he or she is basically ok in my book…usually, such a type is atheistic and at least then, a humanist.  Life for the Hylic is in the here and now…now’s the time to live and living is all about what’s happening in this life.  And actually, I’ve found a strong spirituality in such people; though they may not use such a term, as they feel it to be too loaded a term for them.

The Psychic is the religionist; much like the former behavior of my young college friend (from my other response to your post), the religionist weighs the potency of his or her experience by what others believe.  The Psychic is ‘reading the minds’ of others and finding moral structure to be validated by consensus opinion and not on the merits of any particular situation.  There’s no connection with the divine for this person; the focus is on social structure (remember: church is a word that is literally defined as ‘community’) with right and wrong being a matter of popular opinion.

The Pneumatic (spiritualist) rejects the blind belief structure of religion and seeks a personal relationship; not only with the divine but even more importantly, with oneself (the examined life).  After all, how can I ‘love’ God if I don’t even know nor love myself?  Who would be loving God then?  And if my opinions are nothing but force-fed excrement from the sleeping minds of those around me,  what do I know about anything at all…probably better to get back to work and keep raising the babies.  The Pneumatic then is on the path to self-actualization, which means he or she will eventually come to realize that he or she is God!...or in ancient Gnostic terms…the twin of Christ.

So too, does the "family" mindset exclude the family or brotherhood of mankind. Everyone's fighting over who has the best imaginary friend.

Yes!  As soon as you make the first baby…that human becomes more important than every other human…you’ll kill your neighbor if that’s the only way for you to ensure the survivability of your baby.  I’ve rued at the nuclear family for years now…there’s very little virtue in it and most of the greed and corruption in human behavior stems from it.

Charles Kimball writes in When Religion Becomes Evil  a parallel comparison that children who say they have the best daddy are not lying (in their experience), but are not necessarily speaking the truth either - who's to impose theirs?

You mean my god’s not bigger than your god?...lol…better kill everyone worshipping your god before my people start formulating their opinions to please your people…and let’s make sure that the people of your religion don’t live in my town…that way it will be impossible for my people to share in the opinions of your people.

And as quoted in Motta's Astral Attack & Defense, "Why do so many religions exist in the world?" - "To break the monotony."

Religions have cultural flavor, as well.

I wouldn't say that those with mythologies no longer exist or had no religious value at the time, like Greco-Roman (though it's revived in Neopaganism). Hinduism, a world religion, has a large collection of myths.

But it may be the case that the current organized major religions will one day be looked back upon as mythology.

All religious material is mythology…even spirituality uses mythology to portray its symbols and concepts.  We all live by a mythos; it’s the operating theory by which we formulate society, relationships and begin to learn about ourselves.  The problem is not the mythology but how we come to understand it.  Do we read mythology connotatively or denotatively?  Those that read religion denotatively actually think there’s a Jesus in the sky with his ‘book of deeds’ and constantly watching over you to put good and bad marks in the book … so you can be judged a good or bad person when you die.  Yes, it’s absurd…and worse, obviously so if you’re one of those rare birds that thinks for oneself.  Those who read it connotatively come to see the mythos; the amalgam of symbols that can open doors inside yourself.
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Then there's the Asshole. Not just a regular asshole, I mean a huge one. The kind that doesn't like to be told they're wrong and so they find a dumb boyfriend/girlfriend as a "yes-man". Knowledge and intelligence from other people can be intimidating :D

That's probably the Psychic mixed in with materialist...and I"ll say that Psychics tend to be more materialist than atheists (turn on the 700 channel and see how many programs ask for donations). We'd otherwise call them cultists ;-)

Anyway, Liber AL, too, states 3 "grades:: The Hermit, The Lover, and the Man of Earth. 

And since I'm such a quote warrior, here's one from Buddha:

Do not accept what you hear by report, do not accept tradition, do not accept a statement because it is found in our books, nor because it is in accord with your beliefs, nor because it is the saying of your teacher...Be ye lamps unto yourselves...Those who, either now or after I am dead, shall rely upon themselves only and not look for assistance to anyone besides themselves, it is they who shall reach the very topmost height."
Sounds like the Probationer grade of the A.'.A.'.
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Then there's the Asshole. Not just a regular asshole, I mean a huge one. The kind that doesn't like to be told they're wrong and so they find a dumb boyfriend/girlfriend as a "yes-man". Knowledge and intelligence from other people can be intimidating :D

Actually, most people aren’t looking for knowledge at all…they’re looking for agreement.  When someone asks you your opinion on anything, they’re looking for you to agree with theirs and interpret your agreement or disagreement as an indicator of whether you’re their friend or not their friend.  The opinion itself and the subject matter at hand is completely inconsequential.

The same works in the Thelemic as well as all religious and spiritual communities.  Most people rarely have an opinion that is actually their own;  these opinions being formulated based on what others ‘believe.’  Indeed, before formulating an opinion, most people’s first instinct is to find out what others think and not that facts of the matter.

This is especially true in suburban and rural communities.  The difference for urban dwellers is a bit more pronounced as these communities are more international in scope and usually house the world’s leaders, thinkers and intellectually productive people.  Such people have succeeded because they thought for themselves and actually developed an intellectual capacity.  Most others only know what they’re told; their ‘beliefs’ being formulated by the ignoramuses around them (the blind leading the blind).

That's probably the Psychic mixed in with materialist...and I"ll say that Psychics tend to be more materialist than atheists (turn on the 700 channel and see how many programs ask for donations). We'd otherwise call them cultists ;-)

The psychic is a reader of people; this being developed from an inferiority complex that developed in youth.  Such a person has learned to observe carefully whether or not his or her words and deeds meet the approval of others.  Indeed, I argue that such a person is apt to develop psychic abilities for this very reason.  And you may note that the development of psychic ability is the study of the Neophyte in the A.’.A.’.  The Neophyte is generally not capable yet, of pneumatic activity as he or she is yet, way too narcissistic and pneumatic activity belongs to the self-actualized person.

The programming of the 700 Club is all about cultivating a herd of psychics interdependent on each other to fortify their self-righteousness because of their membership in the herd…really not at all that different from Thelemites taking initiation in the Caliphate O.T.O. as those initiations only real affect on the individual is to make them that much more grandiose inside their little herd.  The 700 Club’s just that much larger.

Anyway, Liber AL, too, states 3 "grades:: The Hermit, The Lover, and the Man of Earth. 

At first, I wanted to disagree with you here (which if you were the average cow [herd member] would mean that I don’t like you); but the pneumatic or spiritual person simply sits alone (Hermit) as a self-actualized person; having a psychic (Lover) understanding of the world ] (the Boddhisattva vision) and knowing that he or she still has his or her mundane (Man of Earth) responsibilities to family, community; et al.  Of course these titles from AL also take on a magickal dimension.

And since I'm such a quote warrior, here's one from Buddha:

Do not accept what you hear by report, do not accept tradition, do not accept a statement because it is found in our books, nor because it is in accord with your beliefs, nor because it is the saying of your teacher...Be ye lamps unto yourselves...Those who, either now or after I am dead, shall rely upon themselves only and not look for assistance to anyone besides themselves, it is they who shall reach the very topmost height."
Sounds like the Probationer grade of the A.'.A.'.

While yes, the Probationer is directed to explore on his or her own, the Grade is really about teaching the student the language of Our Order and observing whether or not the Student is capable of getting past the original narcissism that brought him or her to the A.’.A.’. to begin with…this is done by seeing if they can listen to, hear and actually follow directions…and if they actually understand what a probationary term is all about.

Such ignorance for the failures usually manifests in two ways (and 99% of applicants fail); either they simply can’t follow directions (the dysfunction of most people, whether or not they have any spiritual ambition or not), or they’re waiting for you to send them a merit badge in recognition of their spiritual superiority (as if I was the Wizard of Oz; giving the Tin Man the heart that he already has!).
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The thing about that blogger is that he is a Muslim apostate. 

Prophets are considered to be products of their time, not exactly saints either. The dilemma with anyone questioning Islam is: Should I adhere to these teachings which are supposed to be the Sunnah (tradition) of Mohammed and espoused and defended by his followers? 

The egregore currently is very corrupted where a lot of the material is taken literally and used as excuses for atrocities and backwards thought (i.e. the earth is flat), and we are not hearing much from 'moderate' Muslims (if there's even such a thing). What kind of a God, much less a prophet, is worthy of worship if we are not able to subject them (or their self-projected 'images') to the utmost criticism, scrutiny and study? Why are people so insistent on painting Mohammed as a perfect man, instead of a human being like the rest of us? What criteria should we use, if not 'sainthood,' to judge a prophet and his claims?

The Rabbinic scholar Maimonides said that "prophecy is, in truth and reality, an emanation sent forth by Divine Being through the medium of the Active Intellect, in the first instance to man's rational faculty and then to his imaginative faculty." 
Since in the case of prophecy, not only the intellect (as in the case of philosophical knowledge) but also the power of imagination is influenced by the Active Intellect, prophecy is, as directly following his definition of prophecy Maimonides explains: "the highest stage of man and the most extreme perfection that can be found in the human race." Even on this ground, the prophet is unconditionally superior to the philosopher, and all the more to other men. He is, however, also superior to the philosopher in his own realm, as a knower. He can know directly, without "premises and conclusions," what all other men can only know indirectly. Accordingly he has commands over insights that the man who only knows philosophically is not capable of reaching...In his philosophizing, the philosopher can orient himself according to the prophet because the prophet has command over insights that are not accessible to mere philosophical knowledge. (Strauss, quoted in Fox p. 288)

As for mythology...yes, there's always the negative assumption or stigma that if it's considered mythology, it's not real - but this doesn't mean it is relevant or started off as based on a very real concept. It doesn't matter to me whether or not Jesus (the way he's described) actually existed or not, I can still see the symbolism in the Hanged Man Atu and Christ archetype.

Perhaps Islam was meant to bring people back to the idol-less god concept, but they never thought to ask - "well, then, what IS god if he has no image?"

I had already concluded that we use "god" for anything we are ignorant of in current science, a few weeks before finding this article, and it gave more examples of that.
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And so it is with the fine line between genius and insanity/being cultic...few people know where to draw that line, much less understand the context of holy books.
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The thing about that blogger is that he is a Muslim apostate. 

Prophets are considered to be products of their time, not exactly saints either. The dilemma with anyone questioning Islam is: Should I adhere to these teachings which are supposed to be the Sunnah (tradition) of Mohammed and espoused and defended by his followers? 

This question is the same for all of us; born into the religion our family gives us.  It’s an existential crisis that we each settle one way or another; usually in our teenage  years.

The egregore currently is very corrupted where a lot of the material is taken literally and used as excuses for atrocities and backwards thought (i.e. the earth is flat), and we are not hearing much from 'moderate' Muslims (if there's even such a thing). 
…also the same…

What kind of a God, much less a prophet, is worthy of worship if we are not able to subject them (or their self-projected 'images') to the utmost criticism, scrutiny and study? 
What kind of god would even want to be worshipped by ants?  If there really is such a gulf between humanity and the divine, it would have to be as vast as that between humans and ants.  Do you really care where any one particular ant sticks his pee-pee?...much less…do you desire its worship?

Why are people so insistent on painting Mohammed as a perfect man, instead of a human being like the rest of us? 
In the same way the Christians show their saints and prophet to be perfect.  Could the average Christian figure out that Jesus daily, ran behind the bushes and took a crap?  Could they imagine by the time this Jew was 30 (whence he started his ministry), the man was already married and had children?...Jesus with a woody and lust in his heart?  If he didn’t do these things…then in the Christian [u]niverse, God could not have become man.

What criteria should we use, if not 'sainthood,' to judge a prophet and his claims?

What claims?...prophecy generally has very little to do with predicting the future.  That’s divination.  Prophecy is a revelation of what’s behind the veil of life; insight into its mysteries.  Even eschatological prophecy is simply a myth describing the beginning and ending of life.

The Rabbinic scholar Maimonides said that "prophecy is, in truth and reality, an emanation sent forth by Divine Being through the medium of the Active Intellect, in the first instance to man's rational faculty and then to his imaginative faculty." 
Since in the case of prophecy, not only the intellect (as in the case of philosophical knowledge) but also the power of imagination is influenced by the Active Intellect, prophecy is, as directly following his definition of prophecy Maimonides explains: "the highest stage of man and the most extreme perfection that can be found in the human race." Even on this ground, the prophet is unconditionally superior to the philosopher, and all the more to other men. He is, however, also superior to the philosopher in his own realm, as a knower. He can know directly, without "premises and conclusions," what all other men can only know indirectly. Accordingly he has commands over insights that the man who only knows philosophically is not capable of reaching...In his philosophizing, the philosopher can orient himself according to the prophet because the prophet has command over insights that are not accessible to mere philosophical knowledge. (Strauss, quoted in Fox p. 288)
I like this quote…some time back, I had my own thoughts on the subject: cf. Pretenders to Prophecy.
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Thanks for this discussion!!

The best way I would describe an inferiority complex is that one is conditioned to automatically feel insignificant or worthless compared to other people and constantly seeks approval. The problem with this is that one does not consider him/herself equal to other human beings and recognize his/her own special talents.

But as Hadit says in chII of Liber AL, v52: 

There is a veil: that veil is black. It is the veil of the modest woman; it is the veil of sorrow, & the pall of death: this is none of me. Tear down that lying spectre of the centuries: veil not your vices in virtuous words: these vices are my service; ye do well, & I will reward you here and hereafter. 
Actually, further expanded, one feels quite insignificant compared to the rest of the world or universe once one recognizes the vastness of time and space and the existence of other humans and how one projects themselves and is perceived by the world (along with the validity, though not necessarily agreement, of others' opinions and so on) - and it's also why the Church had such a hissyfit with the heliocentric theory. It's the start of waking up from narcissism.

The Gestalt theory of psychology postulates that the whole is greater than the sum of the parts. All the same, we are made of star-stuff.

It's really just a different way of looking at it, because the neurosis is not eradicated. Otherwise, one would be in self-denial and deluding him/herself.

It's quite humbling and can lead to an overwhelming fear similar to that of death (fear of change); in other words, pan-ic (pun intended) in the loneliness of the dark forest.

And I think that a neurosis cannot be "active" per se, but receptive or reflexive as coming from the subconscious. So, the Probationer period leads up to that of the Neophyte where one absorbs any and all impressions from the outer before deciding or making up one's own mind (critical thinking), which is further refined later.
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