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I thought this three part video might interesting some of us on this list.  I like how this speaker acknowledges the mistake of the ego loser religions.  Here he is acknowledging a dance between the individual and non-self, which makes me think of the connections existing between Hadit and Nuit.
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Ryan

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-7LlTfNKVtU&feature=related
Hi Ryan,
93
It's quite enjoyable to finally hear somebody say something, especially somebody with an Hindu accent; saying something about the foolishmess of ego-loss.  I was beginning to think the few of us that think this way were/are here alone on this list.
Most of those in Thelema really take their hint from this Buddhist/Hindu idea of the need for ego-loss.  And we know that Buddhism is the primary philosophy that has informed Christianity.  Especially after our long debate with our friend from the Illuminist group, I feel the philosophy of Thelema is being diminished by all these half-thinking Thelemites that are simply seeking correlation between Thelema and the Eastern current.  It's damned near moronic from my point of view.
Getting back to that debate, this highly esteemed physicist is saying just what I have been saying to the obnoxious dismay of other so-called leading Thelemites.  And I've arrived at this on my own; despite being even physically threatened by these hubris-engulfed swine; this being the product of my own interior explorations.  And so, like I said then, the Atman is Tiphareth; the I-ness.  Paratman must be that that deals with the mystery of Kether. And the fact that Crowley placed the two in Kether has more to do with the fact that Bennett and Jones (who started the compilations of 777) and particularly Bennett was on the way to becoming a Buddhist.  So yes, despite the blind reverence for Crowley and the ignorant assumption that Crowley was infallible, 777 is not necessarily accurate...and indeed in this case, inaccurate.
The ego-loser philosophy belongs to the legions of the guilty and the fearful; they cannot know HADIT.
Or in contradiction to the black masters/dupes; be who you are and strive to become fully human; like Walt Whitman, celebrate yourselves and sing the "Song of Myself".
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I have found that it is essential to discover one's identity first rather than denounce it. How can one eventually hope to become adept and "Nemo" (No-One) if one doesn't have an identity to begin with? Why give up before even one has even begun?

Also the journey can be very painful but at the same time, joyful. 

"Let not the failure and the pain turn aside the worshippers." - from Liber LXV

 

Also, you wrote: "And I've arrived at this on my own; despite being even physically threatened by these hubris-engulfed swine; this being the product of my own interior explorations.  And so, like I said then, the Atman is Tiphareth; the I-ness.  Paratman must be that that deals with the mystery of Kether. And the fact that Crowley placed the two in Kether has more to do with the fact that Bennett and Jones (who started the compilations of 777) and particularly Bennett was on the way to becoming a Buddhist.  So yes, despite the blind reverence for Crowley and the ignorant assumption that Crowley was infallible, 777 is not necessarily accurate...and indeed in this case, inaccurate."
 

Would you please elaborate on this a bit more? I did not clearly understand the differences you write about here.  

Thanks.
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Cammy

Hi Cammy,
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If you recall our conversation with Dean, of the Luminist Leage, he argued for the ego-loser philosophy and claimed there was no difference between Brahman (or Paratman) and Atman; citing 777 placing both in Kether.  I of course disagreed with what I thought were pretty strong arguments derived really from my own intuition on the subject.
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