Hi all,
93

I was having a fun conversation with PJ yesterday.  I wasn't feeling at all bight, usually having difficulty recalling specific facts etc.  When by accident and perhaps the grace of the gods or the unconscious, or the  or maybe a little of all three (bad joke) I said something that PJ thought might be interesting for this list, so I'll do my best to paraphrase things...

So we were talking about Ruan and his brilliance in regards to channelling the Doz index and his 'Divine Interviews'.  Pj had remarked that he was surprised at how a gifted person such as Runar could channel such profound gnosis and accept other 'false prophets' such as Nema and her Maatian current.  

I had suggested that the ability to channel profundity may be connected to a non-critical and passive state of mind, and that intellectual criticism is likely to inhibit the process of recieving.  I added that we cannot really listen to someone if we are busy criticizing it at the same time.  Perhaps Runar was a natural medium in the sense that he may have had a predisposition to openness which proved beneficial when recieving the aformentioned works. 

I then added that Crowley proved to be very stubborn in many ways, always holding things suspect that didn't aggree with the preconceptions of his rational intellect. Is it any wonder that A.C's work primarily involved the cesation of the intellect, or what hypnotists call the critical factor?  It seems he had an over active critical factor when it came dealing with the spirits and there were times where it proved to impede his reception of messages from the secret cheifs.  Cf, refer to the workings with Ab-ul-diz.  Here the messanger was Chiding A.C. for his stubbornness and the recpection of instructions was delayed because of this.  

This may be why many of A.C's cheif works required the aid of women prone to hysterics, usually under the influence of narcotics, prolonged sexual arousal, or sexual exhaustion.  

A.C. did channel a few Aethyrs as during his work in Mexico; however it was only after he took the Oath of the Abyss and gave up all that he was that he was able to successfully skry the rest of the Aethyrs.  This means that the critical self consciousness was finally able to let go of it's need to interfere, allowing him to act as his own medium for the reception of the new gnosis.  It is also interesting to note that it was only at this point in his career that he was able to channel the rest of the holy books which were penned while in Samadhi.  

We see a similar analogy with John Dee and Edward Kelly.  Dee was know for his intellectual prowess, yet he could not let go of this part of his consciousness and was therefore un-able to skry.  Kelly on the other hand proved to be useful at skrying, yet his openness to impressions seemed to be a cheif part of his character, and the records show that he lacked certain inhibitions necessary to function as a decent member of society.  He was known as a ruffian, a conman, and he was prone to hysteric fits and outbursts.  Again, a person who is open by nature and not criticizing or inhibiting his reception of impressions.  It seems that Kelly was functioning in much the same way as A.C;s scarlet women.  Rose being but a primary example of the good and the bad that his may involve.  Both she and Kelly ended their days locked away as outcastes.  

Well, it seems that the bulk of A.C.'s training is intended to help the student balance these two qualities within him or herself so that one may be one's own magician and one's own medium.  For further elaboration I could easily quote the bulk of the official A.'. A.'. instructions in defense of this statement. 
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Hi Ryan,
93
Yes, I really thought your insight here was quite profound.  And your conclusion in your post adds to that profundity, as both sides of ourselves, the receptive or I guess, right-brained awareness as well as the critical or left-brained factor.  Ultimately, it seems that Runar's failure with us had much to do with the very openness that is his uniquely marvelous gift.  And I guess, every gift has its corresponding curse; something we discussed last night.  Rare is the athlete that has as well developed a mind; and rare the intellect with a buff body.
We have found ourselves in an age of specialization that even speaks to your other post.  And this is a necessary stage in our development as a race.  However, we have become fractured and seek wholeness instinctively.  With that impetus, we are moving towards something that transcends our present circumstances and I find some hint of this in the work of William Irwin Thomson.  He seems to be everything Henry David Thoreau was working towards being.  You might enjoy his work: Darkness and Scattered Light.  The title reads like an A.'.A.'. Parable.
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This is very synchronicitous to what i'm going through now. I realized sometimes i can have 2 perceptions of the same thing. There's the more objective view and then the desire or emotion that is superimposed (i.e. what we want to or are conditioned to see). It was almost scary because the perceptions are so different - i get something else with the 2nd look.
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Hi Cammy,
93
I'm not sure that you meant this, but you've found something interesting...remember, Runar is gay; and so, a bit like shall we say, a lady...receptive in nature.  Gays of course, throughout millenia and especially in aboriginal situations, have been marvelous conduits and hence shamans.  Crowley being bi-sexual adds to our statistical data on this.  And I do believe Lame Deer talks about this in his book...Lame Deer (if I remember correctly).  He was a Native American shaman.
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Yes, they sometimes refer to themselves as "girls" or having skirts.

I was referring to the delusions of the imagination (even while awake) vs. the objective reality. Imagination can be very powerful...shall we say, we can even play tricks on (fool) ourselves.
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Hi All, 

I was out of town on a business trip, followed by a visit from more relatives upon my return... so I will start responding!

The age of specialization is alienating since most specialist can be elemental in nature unable to see the whole and thus lacking in understanding.  Many mindlessly push the paradigm of their specialization onto others, unable to listen since they are unable to break the internal dialogue of their opinion.  

While it is an equal mistake to assume that one can master everything at once, I think that it is an important part of the great work to develop as many different faculties as possible.  Crowley hints at this in Book 4 when discussing the principles of ritual in Ch. 1.  Here he mentions that the biggest mistake a magician makes in magick is to only invoke those deities that he or she is familiar with, thus leading to a lopsided samadhi.  
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93
You bring up something I've ofen thought about; as you say...
The age of specialization is alienating since most specialist can be elemental in nature unable to see the whole and thus lacking in understanding.  Many mindlessly push the paradigm of their specialization onto others, unable to listen since they are unable to break the internal dialogue of their opinion.
On the Editorial page of the A.M.H.R. site, I post the definition of 'cognitive dissonance.'  And it's worth reprinting here:
 

Cognitive dissonance is a psychological phenomenon which has two major effects on learning:
· if someone is called upon to learn something which contradicts what they already think they know — particularly if they are committed to that prior knowledge — they are likely to resist the new learning. Even Carl Rogers recognised this. Accommodation is more difficult than Assimilation, in Piaget's terms.  
· if learning something has been difficult, uncomfortable, or even humiliating enough, people are not likely to admit that the content of what has been learned is not valuable. To do so would be to admit that one has been "had", or "conned". 
Cognitive dissonance was first investigated by Leon Festinger and associates, arising out of a participant observation study of a cult, which believed that the earth was going to be destroyed by a flood, and what happened to its members — particularly the really committed ones who had given up their homes and jobs to work for the cult — when the flood did not happen. While fringe members were more inclined to recognise that they had made fools of themselves and to "put it down to experience", committed members were more likely to re-interpret the evidence to show that they were right all along (the earth was not destroyed because of the faithfulness of the cult members).
 

Ordeal is therefore an effective — if spurious — way of conferring value on an educational (or any other) experience. "No pain, no gain", as they say. 
· the more difficult it is to get on a course, the more participants are likely to value it and view it favourably regardless of its real quality. 
· ditto, the more expensive it is. 
· the more obscure and convoluted the subject, the more profound it must be. This has of course been exploited for years to persuade us of the existence of the emperor's clothes, particularly by French "intellectuals". 
It is not, however, the qualities of the course which are significant, as the amount of effort which participants have to put in: so the same qualification may well be valued more by the student who had to struggle for it than the student who sailed through.
 

What I think is significant in this is in the first bullet point: "if someone is called upon to learn something which contradicts what they already think they know — particularly if they are committed to that prior knowledge — they are likely to resist the new learning."  This is one of the main reasons why greater than 95% of Probationers fail the A.'.A.'.  I've seen hundreds of candidates come on to me and tell me how I should accept their worldview and then deride me as 'evil' for not accepting their pre-conceived notions and what they perceive as 'truth.'  And of course, the immediate response is, why are they asking me to be their teacher if they already 'know'?
In reality, they know nothing and they're very uncertain of themselves...and as the definition implies, they're really not ready to learn as learning would become too uncomfortable an ordeal.  Recently I thought I might have 'slapped' a prospective new Probationer too hard with some rather terse things that I had said.  But as I think about it, I recall that verse from AL:
AL II.59:  "Beware therefore!  Love all, lest perchance is a King concealed!  Say you so?  Fool!  If he be a King, thou canst not hurt him."
This prospect of course, failed this ordeal and it is reasonably safe to assume that the blame has been put on me and my statements.  And I can't tell you how many times half educated people have come to me to accept their half-baked suppositions.  That they can't share in the breadth and depth of my world view, why should I be forced to limit that to accept their limited world view?  Of course they then house this is self-righteousness and they believe themselve to be so truly with the good-guy=white-school network as they house a seething anger that only equals the nihilism in the philosophy the truly espouse.
Per your other point, I was fortunate to attend the first interdisciplinary college created in this country.  The general idea of interdisciplinarity is not that we must either become a 'jack of all trades and master of none' or a master of any one trade.  Rather the operating motif is to take the discipline that one is majoring in and develop an understanding of how that discipline fits in with the other disciplines that one can see how their particular cog serves the whole machine.  This is an approach to understanding that is more wholistic in nature and takes off the side-blinders to intellectualism that has always been its bane.
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