Eclipse? India says demons and terrorists and floods, oh my 

By Dan Murphy | Staff writer 07.21.09
The longest solar eclipse in this century is scheduled to become visible on the west coast of India at dawn on Wednesday (NASA has images and charts showing where the eclipse will be visible and when).

The event is drawing scientists and eclipse enthusiasts from around the world, eager for a truly once in a lifetime experience. But for millions of Indians, the rare astronomical event is a source of dread.

The pending eclipse has become a stage where fact and myth, modern science and Hindu mythology are competing for public acceptance. Take this the headline in a India Today article: Rationalists out to eclipse astrologers.

For outsiders, the extent to which superstition still figures in personal decisions may be a surprise.

For many Indians of all classes, astrology is an active and vital part of everyday life. Couples consult astrologers about auspicious days to marry. The days deemed to be most fortuitous can sometimes seem like citywide holidays, with scores of marriages filling the city with the wail of brass bands and the thump of fireworks – both common features at Indians’ routinely elaborate wedding ceremonies.

But astrology also has a darker side.

Indian soothsayers have warned that pregnant women should cover the windows and stay indoors on Wednesday, lest the dark forces associated with the eclipse deform their unborn children. Astrologers in India have warned of impending terrorist attacks, natural disasters, and civil wars too.

Thousands of years of mythology
Hindu mythology blames eclipses on the demon Rahu – who is variously depicted as a snake or a dragon or a disembodied head – who swallows the sun. (The one common thread of depictions of Rahu is that they’re all scary whether here, here or here). But many Indians take their superstition to extremes, with some doctors willing to help expectant parents even delay labor to avoid birth on such a day.

To be sure, India’s critics of superstition, locally known has rationalists, have also been out in force in the nation’s press in recent days. Amit Bhattacharya, writing in the Times of India, chides his countrymen for turning a glimpse at “the beauty that awaits us in the universe” into a day of fear. 

“It’s fear that drives us to fast during an eclipse lest the mal-influence of the sunless period is ingested with the food. It’s fear again that prompts thousands of expectant Indian mothers, and fathers, to make use of medical science techniques to ensure they don’t give birth on the ‘inauspicious’ day of the eclipse,” he writes.

“Three thousand years of lived tradition. A spiritual heritage that’s the envy of the world. One would have thought such wisdom would enable us to assimilate and imbibe modern knowledge in a more holistic manner… instead, we spread fear. If Shani doesn’t get you, Rahu must.”

On Wednesday, Hindu temples will be closed, and won’t be open until after they’ve been “cleansed.” The planetariums and observatories will be open.

That sort of says it all.

Hi Cammy,
93
Thanks for this.  This is precisely why I've spoken of the problem with the contiguous Eastern lineages; they're bogged down by their age.  Though our Western lineages have consistently been broken and battered, each new emergent lineage has a chance to absorb the products of our intellectual evolution.
Of course, that's a very general statement; the Supramental Yoga that is really essentially Eastern is proof that some traditions can transcend their roots.  And the 'rationalist vs. astrologer' characterization in the article you sent shows Indian culture evolving on its own merits.  But then there's the many Buddhist and Hindu ashrams in the U.S. that really do nothing but preach the old ways and the Yellow School of Magick.
93/93
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No problem.
What suprised me was the division between rationalist vs. astrologer, that those Hindus for whom astrology is än active part of their everyday life"are the most superstitious. And I remember something you said once,"The stars impel, not compel us.'Rather than to observe the stars and their natural phenomena as being an outside, larger reflection of their inner microcosm they insted see them as disasters.
A couple of months ago I was interested in becoming a licensed astrologer and looked up the info to become one. One has to take the official state exam (if one is required), and be careful to properly register and pay annual dues so it is considered a legitimate business. Guess what it's classified as? Fortune-telling and 'for entertainment purposes only.'
It seems astrology still has some hurdles before it can be taken more seriously. 
93
Cammy

Hi Cammy,
93
Note also that as AL tells us, reason is a lie...so the rationalists in this article also suffer their blindness.  Interestingly enough, I watched a video of the Eclipse this morning, and as the sun started to come out from behind the moon, the light took the shape of a hexagram.  You may have noticed that usually when you look at the sun or a star, the light resonating off it takes the shape of a cross.  And note the Hebrews use a lunar and not a solar calendar, yet this vision this morning seemed to display the idea of the Sun triumphing over the Moon.  This is the story of the Starry Gnosis that the Christians adopted (as much the Greeks in the story of Hercules and the Egyptians with Osiris).  And yet the Christians have always played themselves against the Jews.
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pj
93
I wonder what they would think of their children being born during an eclipse...lol.
Seriously though, the mythology behind Rahu is neat. To paraphrase from wikipedia, he is the North Lunar node and the demon snake that swallows the sun or moon during an eclipse, the eclipse occurring at one of 2 points of intersection of the paths of the Sun and Moon. He signifies material manifestation and uncontrolled, worldly desire. His counterpart Ketu is the shadow and South Lunar node and represents karmic collections and refinement of the materialized spirit. 
Solar eclipses occur during the New Moon and lunar ones at the Full Moon. In astrology, children who are born under an eclipse are considered to be more affected by the moon phase it was under, as well as other eclipses. However, generally, solar eclipses are considered to be more important than lunar ones as the Sun is the slower-moving planet and therefore its afects last longer. 
Here is an article about the impact of an eclipse on one's natal chart:
http://www.astrologycom.com/eclipseeffect.html
Think the Eclipses are Over?
think again...
Kevin Burk explains in this article that the astrological effects of the recent powerful eclipse season are by no means over, just because the actual eclipses have passed. He argues that the eclipses may be gone, but they're certainly not forgotten, as eclipses affect us from the date of the eclipse to the date of the next eclipses, five months later. 

When is an eclipse really over?

Most of you probably know that we've just been through a pair of eclipses. The solar eclipse occurred on October 13/14 (depending in what part of the world you live in), and the lunar eclipse occurred on October 28. The eclipses may be gone, but they're certainly not forgotten. Eclipses affect us from the date of the eclipse to the date of the next eclipses, five months later!

Before we look at how (and where) eclipses affect us, lets take a moment to explore what an eclipse actually is. Eclipses occur whenever there is a New Moon or a Full Moon that occurs along the plane of the ecliptic (the apparent path of the Sun around the Earth, but actually the path of the Earth around the Sun). During a Solar Eclipse, the Moon gets between the Sun and the Earth, and casts its shadow on the Earth, blocking out the Sun for a few minutes. During a Lunar Eclipse, the Earth gets between the Sun and the Moon, casting its shadow on the Moon. Solar eclipses occur during New Moons, and Lunar Eclipses occur during Full Moons.

The Moon's Nodes are the transiting eclipse points. Whenever there is a lunation (a New or Full Moon) within 17 degrees of the Moons Nodes, we have an eclipse. Eclipses always occur in pairs (Solar-Lunar or Lunar-Solar) and sometimes, there are three eclipses in a row (Solar-Lunar-Solar or Lunar-Solar-Lunar).

So, how do eclipses impact our natal charts?

Eclipses always mean crisis. Now, crisis is not necessarily a bad thing; however, wherever an eclipse falls in your chart is an area of life that is going to undergo some change, or at least require more of your time and attention than usual for the next five months or so. 

Solar eclipses are far more important the Lunar Eclipses. The house where the Solar Eclipse falls in your chart will be the main focus of crisis for the next five months. The house where the Lunar Eclipse falls (usually the opposite house) will be a secondary area of crisis. Since opposing houses are so closely related, however, it's often easiest to consider the pair of houses as a unit.

The October 2004 eclipses occurred at 21 degrees 6 minutes of Libra (Solar Eclipse) and 5 degrees 2 minutes of Taurus (Lunar Eclipse). Look at where the eclipses fell in your chart, and read on!

1st House—7th House.
If the eclipses occurred in your 1st/7th houses, the focus for the next five months will be on your relationships.

· The 1st house is our sense of self; it is who we are as individuals. Eclipses in the 1st house usually signal a period of personal development and growth. 

· The 7th house is how we relate to other individuals. Naturally, when we ourselves change, this also changes how we relate to other individuals. Eclipses in the 7th house also signal a period of personal development and change; the main difference is that we experience the crises and the need to change as if it were coming from outside ourselves, because we project our 7th house on other people. No matter how it appears, it's never about the other person. It's always our own stuff. 

2nd House—8th House.
If the eclipses occurred in your 2nd/8th houses, the focus for the next five months will be on your resources.

· The 2nd house is the house of our personal resources; our possessions, our skills, our talents, and our finances. An eclipse in the 2nd house will always make us more aware of our attachments: the things that we believe that we cannot survive without. Since most of us are very attached to money, this may be a time to reevaluate and explore your relationship with money. 

· The 8th house is the house of other people's resources, joint finances, taxes and inheritances. An eclipse in the 8th house makes us aware of our responsibilities to others: both physical and emotional. Its often an indication that it's time to explore what truly belongs to us, and what belongs to our partners.

3rd House—9th House.
If the eclipses occurred in your 3rd/9th houses, the focus for the next five months will be on your relationship to the world.

· The 3rd house relates to our personal domain: the places and things that we are the most familiar with. The 3rd house also relates to our communication and to our personal, individual spiritual practices. An eclipse in the 3rd house often forces us to reevaluate the things we take for granted, and become more aware of how we communicate with ourselves and with others. 

· The 9th house relates to unfamiliar environments: foreign countries, new ideas and philosophies, and organized religion. An eclipse in the 9th house causes us to consider the bigger picture of our lives. How do we want to grow and expand?

4th House—10th House. If the eclipses occurred in your 4th/10th houses, the focus on the next five months will be on balancing your private live with your public life. 

· The 4th house relates to our private lives: our home, our family,and our emotional and spiritual connections to our ancestors and heritage. An eclipse in the 4th house can often indicate a time of family crisis. 

· Of course, since an eclipse in the 4th house often means an eclipse in the 10th house as well, that crisis may have a lot to do with balancing the demands of your career or public life with the needs of your family and private life.

5th House—11th House. 
If the eclipses occurred in your 5th house/11th house, the focus on the next five months will be on issues of individual expression and group participation. 

· The 5th house relates to the things that make us feel special and worthy as individuals. It's the house of our creative expression, and includes children, gambling, and love affairs. Eclipses in the 5th house can stir up the creative urge, or represent changes in our relationships with our children or with our casual romantic partners. 

· The 11th house is the house of friendships; this is the house of group participation and shared creativity. Eclipses in the 11th house can often indicate changes in our relationships with our peers and our friends.

6th House—12th House.
If the eclipses occurred in your 6th house/12th house, the focus on the next five months will be on your health, both physical and spiritual. 

· The 6th house contains all of the things we need to do on a daily basis to maintain a physical body: food, exercise, nutrition, and our daily routine, including our jobs. Eclipses in the 6th house often indicate changes in our routines, and it's important to be aware of your physical needs to avoid illness. 

· The 12th house contains all of the things we need to do on a daily basis to maintain a soul. The 12th house is where we meditate, and explore our unconscious. Eclipses in the 12th house often indicate that you will need to spend more time alone, in your personal spiritual practices.
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Cammy
I was actually born during a lunar eclipse...which, I'm sure, has nothing to do with my attraction to the Left Hand Path and to Thelema. 

John M. 

So was I. Left hand path? Can you be more specific?
93

Although I've never been a member I incorporate a lot of stuff from the Temple of Set into my practice and general worldview. I also incorporate lots of stuff from Kenneth Grant, and a little bit from Michael Bertiaux. It's kind of a balancing act. But I've always been drawn to this stuff, and have always seemed to be more comfortable with things that are kind of macabre that other people are intimidated by.  

John M. 

Hi Cammy & John,
93
The question now arises, what is the Left Hand Path?
To Hindu Tantrics, that means Sex Magick that includes orgasm (including but not limited to the Vama Marg that Grant often refers to) and to Christists, it's Satanism; though anything involving sex and worldly gain would also come under that cloud, including Magick in general.  Yet, New Agers and those interested in the more sophisticated Golden Dawn have no problem with a lot of these practices as long as Jesus/Osiris stays in the mix to keep things 'clean'.  And here, New Agers might dissent a little bit unconsciously.  They're really more true to the exoteric Christism of our society and just want a way to 'cheat' a little bit; once in a while.
I know of a couple of Thelemic lineages that will connect the Left Hand Path to the Black Lodge with the very Christist overview of both being 'evil'.  This confusion is of course, the worse for us as the confusion generated helps no one and indeed, they actually fit the model of the Black Lodge, unconsciously extolling absolutes in good and evil...and like the Christism their founder (Motta, ironically enough) tried to get them to recognize and shun.
In reality, Thelemic doctrine has no concern with all this Manichaeism; there is no generality in good and evil and no authors for either.  An evil or a good act is relative to the actors involved and the perspectives they hold.  So I don't know how these lineages can concoct their stories of a black lodge that constantly wages "attacks" on their leaders, members and/or lodges; as if these black lodges had planning sessions where they said to one another: "What can we do now to make a problem for the good guys?"
With all this confusion, we have now a couple of generations of teenage boys taking Anton LaVey and Mr. Aquino a role models, though they only experience them through rock idols such as Ozzy Osbourne and Marilyn Manson.  Yet this is enough for the Fundamentalist Christians to poo-poo the whole of the Occult community; connecting it also with the Pagan community, which itself simply takes 'Christian Values' and adds a goddess into the mix of their polytheism.
So really, I wonder: Are the labels, Left-Hand Path and Right-Hand Path even applicable today?
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I think you make some good points here. It's absolutely true that the Golden Dawn system is unfortunately based on Osirian ideas, and so not fundamentally challenging to society as a whole, even though parts of it may challenge it. Which is unfortunate. Thelema, or a lot of Thelema available commonly sometimes doesn't challenge this. The move from IAO to FIAOF isn't usually explained in books like the one Duquette wrote, and so with the rituals you end up having the Golden Dawn/Osirian ones, then the specifically Thelemic ones written by Crowley--with superficial explanations of both. It would be great if someone could come up with a kind of distilled essence of Aeon of Horus ideas for things like conjuring up planetary energy, which in the Golden Dawn you do by becoming Osiris, that could then be used by people for making their own rituals.  

John M. 

Hi John,
93
You've actually opened up a can to several thoughts...
I think you make some good points here. It's absolutely true that the Golden Dawn system is unfortunately based on Osirian ideas, and so not fundamentally challenging to society as a whole, even though parts of it may challenge it. Which is unfortunate. Thelema, or a lot of Thelema available commonly sometimes doesn't challenge this. 

 

Both in your other message and this one, you mentioned you're interest in challenging society.  I simply curious, why do you find this so interesting?
 

The move from IAO to FIAOF isn't usually explained in books like the one Duquette wrote, and so with the rituals you end up having the Golden Dawn/Osirian ones, then the specifically Thelemic ones written by Crowley--with superficial explanations of both. 

 

Duquette of course, adds new levels of inanity and redundancy to the Magickal library.  But of course, what else would sell.  There's no advanced writings that are profitable; most people won't make it to the point that they could even begin to understand it; much less even have an interest in it.  People have asked me why I just put so much stuff online and don't try to market...and I ask...who the hell would buy it?  With the Caliphate trying to control the publishing and the fact that there's no advanced books in any subject, much less something as obscure as Magick...no books at any advanced level that are marketable for a profit...much less to have to deal with the Caliphate slandering and coercing publishers to avoid anyone not on their 'approved' list, it's a wasted effort.
Outside of the horrible political situation in the U.S., my writings are becoming well-known and quite noteworthy in Europe where the influence of the Caliphate wanes.  And actually, the ideas presented are more important than any money I could hope to make from marketing them.  Thelema is still an ant-hill in world religions and world publishing.  I think it better to write to create tools that we can build a more intelligent and spiritual community from...rather than the political bastard that suffocates the U.S.
Per FIAOF, I would ask you to take a look at my Thelemic Hexagram ritual as I share your sentiment...the Fire Opal (as a complement to the Star Ruby).  It's based on FIAOF.
 

It would be great if someone could come up with a kind of distilled essence of Aeon of Horus ideas for things like conjuring up planetary energy, which in the Golden Dawn you do by becoming Osiris, that could then be used by people for making their own rituals. 

 

Truly, I see Enochiana as just what you're looking for...check out this link (http://www.archidox.org/Enochiana.doc) and look through the collation I've put together and remember that it's from Enochiana that the Thelemic myth has evolved.  The Thelemic rituals and not all these ridiculous Schueler rituals are appropriate and then move to the calls or what have you.  And if you need more text for certain rituals, use Liber 418.
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"It has been found again! What? Eternity. It is the sea mingled with the sun."

 

Arthur Rimbaud's Alchemy of the Word, A Season in Hell, Oliver Bernard's translation.

 

Thursday, the day after the solar eclipse, there was a movie aired that was called Total Eclipse (LOL)...it was about the homosexual relationship between poets Paul Verlaine and Arthur Rimbaud and there was a quote that really struck me as profund. In one scene Rimbaud (played by Leonardo Decaprio) briefly returned home. He had made a desk to write poetry and his mother asked,"Is anything going to come of it?" - "I don't know," he said,"but it's the work I do." 

 

Below follows the full poem "Alchemy of the Word::

	It is recovered.
What? - Eternity.
In the whirling light
Of the sun in the sea.

O my eternal soul,
Hold fast to desire
In spite of the night
And the day on fire.

You must set yourself free
From the striving of Man
And the applause of the World
You must fly as you can...

- No hope forever
No orietur.
Science and patience,
The torment is sure.

The fire within you,
Soft silken embers,
Is our whole duty 
But no one remembers.

It is recovered.
What? Eternity.
In the whirling light
Of the sun in the sea.


93

Cammy

Hi Cammy,
93
I have this film in my collection as Rimbaud is one of my favorite poets.  I used to meet with a bunch of fellow poets to celebrate his birthday and drink absinthe for several years.  His poetry captures many aspects of the nature of contemporary mysticism in the West and he has left his mark.  Note also that he stopped writing at the age of 21 and left Europe to run guns in Africa.  There is one work where he talks of the displacement of the senses and works in a whole color scheme; all this would influence Jim Morrison and later, my personal goddess and saviour: Patti Smith.
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I'm still working through the links you've sent me. Thank you, by the way. My desire to challenge society really boils down to challenging the Osirian remnants and advancing personal freedom. That said, it's not a knee jerk sort of adolescent response but something that I've put some thought into. I know that the Left Hand Path can attract people who are constantly rebelling for personal reasons, but hopefully I've transcended that. I think that the new aeon or new world needs to be brought into being and that that process is a combination of destruction and positive creation, although people have neglected the positive creation part of it often enough.  

John M. 

Hi Guys,
When it comes to the significance of the "left hand" historically, it was the hand people used to clean themselves with after they used the bathroom - back when there was no such thing as toilet paper and sewage was thrown out into the streets. So basically, it was considered dirty and was held behind one's back so as to shake hands with the right one. 

In the Judeo-Christian religions it is God's left hand that metes out judgement and there sits the messenger and angel of death, Gabriel, who presides over "all that is powerful." 

from wikipedia.org:
Christians and Muslims believe him to have foretold the births of John the Baptist and Jesus. Islam further believes he was the medium through whom God revealed the Qur'an to Muhammad, and that he sent a message to most prophets, if not all, revealing their obligations. He is called the chief of the four favoured angels and the spirit of truth, and in some views is a personification of the Holy Spirit.[1]

 HYPERLINK "http://www.bahai-library.org/bsr/bsr04/43_abdo_femalespirit.htm" \o "http://www.bahai-library.org/bsr/bsr04/43_abdo_femalespirit.htm" \t "_blank" [2] Gabriel is also mentioned in Bahá'í Faith texts, specifically in Bahá'u'lláh's mystical work Seven Valleys.

I suppose the LaVeyan fad with angsty teenagers saying they are of the left-hand path refers to the delusion that they have power of judgement over the fate of others, particularly when it comes to mortality (not really promoting freedom of the individual); essentially dividing things into good and evil, as Christians do. Only, they use "hex spells" instead of just punching someone in the face (not that I'm promoting violence). Or a "work spell" to find a job. Real-life action will beat wishful thinking every time. On the other hand if I were to simply use mnemonics (colors, numbers and shapes associated with a subject - see Liber 777) to get myself in the mindset of my aim, chances are I'll be more successful. 

 In the Tree of Life the left side is the pillar of Severity, whereas the right side is Mercy. There is a practice in Thelema called the Middle Pillar exercise (which originally comes from the Golden Dawn but was revamped) that balances the energy and aura of one's 7 chakras. 

Essentially I am of the opinion that the word "occult" includes everything involving magick and "left-hand" path is really outdated - it refers more to fantasy and has more connection to the absolutism of the Judeo-Christian religions than actual new knowledge (the same could be said of so-called right-hand practitioners). 

Last night I watched a program about Vampires, including historical myths and movie legends. It featured comments by author Michelle Belanger, who really believes she's a "psychic vampire," i.e. that such people think they are deficit and need to feed off the energy of others outside of a normal exchange in a relationship. 

So is there any reality to the vampire myth? There have been stories of demon-lovers that disappear by morning and families and groups (such as corporations) in which there is a hierarchy and one is a parasite of the energy of the others. 

Marcelo Ramos Motta wrote of psychic vampirism that it is a deliberate, or sometimes unconscious (by habit and supposed ""well-intentioned"), drain of life-energy by someone who is trying to enslave another in a certain submissive role. It is essentially the imposing of one's will upon another and is a power struggle for the person who is attempting to be free and individual. Dysfunctional families are a good example of this. 
93
Cammy

Hi John,
93
I remain curious then, if you feel "the new aeon or new world needs to be brought into being ", is it safe then to assume you've appointed yourself as one of it's agents responsible for this?...one of the agents who will be responsible for the "destruction and positive creation"?  I ask this because the A.'.A.'. has a similar ideology.  In this though, the A.'.A.'. recognizes that it no only can't do such a thing, but that it doesn't have the authority to do so as that would be impinging on the will of others, which goes to the heart of the Law.  Rather, the A.'.A.'. hopes to foster enlightenment in those who have the will for it and leave the world to the aggregate of wills that inhabit it.
93/93
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My argument to that would be that it's never really possible just to neutrally help people who are already looking for it. With the A.'.A.'. itself, because of the way it's structured, this may be more possible, but within Thelema as a whole, including not just Caliphate activity but everyone else as well, being a public presence necessarily puts forward the idea that "I have a suggestion for how the world, which is not how I'd like it, should be" and contributes to the realization of it, even if the activity just consists of public rituals and open communications. Looked at from that angle, it's really just a matter of degree. 

John M. 

Hi John,
93
I think the hardest thing for a mystic to accept is that the world is already an aggregate of all our thoughts; and that's not only all it can be, but all it should be.  This means that everything already is exactly as it should be; so that it's not a matter of changing the world, but changing one's relationship to the world that one might accept what already is.  And I don't pretend that I am in perfect obeyance with this understanding as indeed I share some of your sentiment.
That being said, the Caliphate has never pushed any of the ideals of the A.'.A.'. and has always worked counter to them.  Breeze and Co., Inc. have been on a quest for petty power marbles right from the start; betraying McMurtry, much less the A.'.A.'. that once sponsored the O.T.O.  The proof is as much in an objective rendering of its history as it is in the fact that it produces no one of an enlightened stature and doesn't even follow its own constitutional mandates.  Worse, it generally can't hold a member over the age of 22...and it's leadership doesn't want to; themselves only finding the enlightenment of petty power in the publishing industry and on to some media accolades as is Jim Wasserman, lately on the History Channel.
It would be hard to make a blanket statement to include other Thelemic organizations; some seem to be noble in deed and others more in theory...and vice-versa for both.  But I know this, I can't change the world, except so much as I might bring myself to enlightenment; that my thoughts might better contribute to that aggregate of thoughts that comprise the world as it is.  And especially, I listen to the teachings of Liber AL:

AL II.58:  "Yea!  deem not of change: ye shall be as ye are, & not other.  Therefore the kings of the earth shall be Kings for ever: the slaves shall serve.  There is none that shall be cast down or lifted up: all is ever as it was.  Yet there are masked ones my servants: it may be that yonder beggar is a King.  A King may choose his garment as he will: there is no certain test: but a beggar cannot hide his poverty."

There is the force of what some call the 'machine' or the 'matrix'.  It's the grand corruption that affects every organization that comes to power; whether our government or the government of a Thelemic orgaization.  And there really is nothing any individual can do to bring down the machine.  Even if successfully done, a new machine would quickly emerge to take its place.  But the "king" knows how to reverse his or her individual relationship to that machine; to use the machine, rather than being used by it.
The A.'.A.'. is not an organization; individuals may arise and bogusly or legitimately claim to represent it; there's no one to bring law suit or who has any official authority to denounce it, as it is not a mundane organization.  Even with the Caliphate's brazen attacks on its authenticity and traditions, there has been no damage brought to it as there's nothing to damage.
The sole purpose of the A.'.A.'. is for me to bring some enlightenment to myself (if at all possible) and to be a conduit that others may find the resources to help themselves (if that fits in the nature of their wills).  If then that improves the nature of the thoughts of more and more people in each generation, then the aggregate of thoughts over time will change towards something more wholesome for the Earth and our race.  And as we watch the cycles of time unfold, we see this pattern is already inherent; at least as I've noted in my article: Gnostic Cycles.  And this pattern works along lines greater than the presumption of my own limited understanding.  In other words, how is it that I have the right to presume that I know what's best for the world?  Once I come to this understanding, what's left is to recognize that I have no right but to do my will and leave others to theirs.
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I understand what you're saying, but it looks like you're missing the forest for the trees. The entire third chapter of the Book of the Law is a declaration against the old aeon, expressing as fully as is possible: 

From Chapter III: 

3. Now let it be first understood that I am a god of War and of Vengeance. I shall deal hardly with them.

4. Choose ye an island!

5. Fortify it!

6. Dung it about with enginery of war!

7. I will give you a war-engine.

8. With it ye shall smite the peoples; and none shall stand before you.

9. Lurk! Withdraw! Upon them! this is the Law of the Battle of Conquest: thus shall my worship be about my secret house."

...

51. With my Hawk's head I peck at the eyes of Jesus as he hangs upon the cross.

52. I flap my wings in the face of Mohammed & blind him.

53. With my claws I tear out the flesh of the Indian and the Buddhist, Mongol and Din."

This seems to imply action on the part of people following Thelemic principles

John M. 

Hi John,
93
I'm not really sure of what you're saying here.
Could you explain this further?
93/93
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Hello All,

Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the law.

I would like to add some of my own thoughts to this discussion:

Why do you say you can't change the world!
"Magick is the science and art of causing change in conformity with will."  
(My pen is my magickal weapon, the words-spells, I evoke  
spirits-publishers.)Are you not changing the world by this post, your  
published work, your every thought, word and deed?

All is one. If you change your self, you change the world because there is  
no difference between you and the world or anything; in fact there is only  
nothing. (Nur ist nicht.) All things, whether our self or some thing  
"outside" our self is only an illusion. The greatest lie perpetrated on  
the masses is the illusion called "Aristotelean" thinking as defined in  
Korzybski's, "Science and Sanity". Symbology and language is a magickal  
tool, a lever, that allows us to act on "things" in the "world". This  
lever has been turned against us so that instead of knowing that a name is  
just a thought, and not reality, we mistake it for truth and everything  
that follows from that.

With regards to:

AL II.58:  "Yea!  deem not of change: ye shall be as ye are, & not other.   
Therefore the kings of the earth shall be Kings for ever: the slaves shall  
serve.  There is none that shall be cast down or lifted up: all is ever as  
it was.  Yet there are masked ones my servants: it may be that yonder  
beggar is a King.  A King may choose his garment as he will: there is no  
certain test: but a beggar cannot hide his poverty."

Indeed we all of us humans are Kings and Queens. When humanity attains to  
this realisation, as it is happening now, in our times, then the matrix  
will be destroyed for good and humanity will enter a new phase of  
evolution. Look around you. In art and music and philosophy there is  
independent assertion and celebration of the will. There has been an  
explosion of occult knowledge and teaching. The youth of today are much  
more skeptical of information and are not bound by the big media networks  
as we were. The internet has exploded as a source for us all. People are  
exposing the corruption of politicians even as fast as they try to cover  
it up. I, in my own community, along with others support organic farming,  
local retail and preach the truth about the reality of corporate  
corruption and the lack of free trade do to subsidised fuel and other  
subsidies such as corn. Does one live in an ivory tower? Can one ignore  
the garbage heaps and refuse that is piled around us physically,  
emotionally and intellectually? This is not to say you fight all fights.  
The wise warrior picks his/her own battle. (Incidentally, a warrior and a  
soldier are not necessarily the same thing.)

Indeed, I am as am, and not other. Therefor, those who oppose us  
(humanity) must fail in the end. The irony is that the tighter the bonds  
are made, the more pressure is put on our true selves. This pressure is  
the great alchemical furnace, so fear not; That which currently sleeps as  
if in nightmare, will awaken to Its fiery Glory and Wrath.

Prayer: Come oh holy Horus! Fill the hearts of thy faithful and kindle in  
them the fire of Thy Divine Love.

Love is the law, love under will.

Jim
W.O.T.H.
Hi Jim,
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> Why do you say you can't change the world!
 

I didn't say I can't change the world; remember change is stability and the world is in a constant state of change.  All I said is that I have no desire to change the will of another, but to allow them their will as I have no right but to do mine.  Though it can be argued in this world of contending forces that I may go up against another would-be king and one of us may lose that battle.  And simply by asserting myself in any way, I may already intefere with weaker wills.  That's ok as rooting out the weak is also a benefit to the world and truly compassionate for the weak.  But my concern and focus is not on their wills; it's on mine--and that's what's important.

> "Magick is the science and art of causing change in conformity with will."  
> (My pen is my magickal weapon, the words-spells, I evoke  
> spirits-publishers.)Are you not changing the world by this post, your  
> published work, your every thought, word and deed?
 

And of course, the A.'.A.'. warns that any Magick performed that is not specifically for the purpose of attaining to the Knowledge & Conversation of the Holy Guardian Angel is 'black magick'.  How is it that I who am not an Adept, nor in conversation with my H.G.A., should presume to even think about anything but this and especially the will of others?  Without knowing my own will, I should attempt to intefere with the will of others?  That seems a foolhardy course to me.
 
> All is one. If you change your self, you change the world because there is  
> no difference between you and the world or anything; in fact there is only  
> nothing. (Nur ist nicht.) 

 

This is precisely what the A.'.A.'. promotes in its instructional lineage.  The only change we can truly affect is change to ourselves; that change known as Transformation.
 

> All things, whether our self or some thing  
> "outside" our self is only an illusion. 

 

Be careful here; this is both a solipsistic and a nihilistic assertion.  These are the so-called enlightened teachings of both the Yellow and the Black schools of Magick.  In the White School, the world, you, I and ALL are very, very real with Malkuth being in Kether and Kether in Malkuth; quite literally.  As I've discussed on this list before, there are three types of Ages working in greater and lesser cycles.  One Age is the Spiritual Age in which the material world is either called illusory and/or is debunked as being evil in nature.  One Age is the Material Age in which the spiritual world is debunked as not existing and only that perceived by our senses is real.  The last Age is the Age we are entering and of which Thelema (at least in this lineage of the A.'.A.'.) is invested, which is called the Integral Age where both are esteemed and fully realized in their equivalence.
 

> The greatest lie perpetrated on  
> the masses is the illusion called "Aristotelean" thinking as defined in  
> Korzybski's, "Science and Sanity". 

 

I have this book and it is on my reading list; but I haven't yet read it (it's also a thick tome).  It would be great if you would discuss some of its concepts with us.  Though I will tell you I enjoy some of Aristotle's concepts as much as I do and have written on Plato's of whom I am more familiar.
 

> Symbology and language is a magickal  
> tool, a lever, that allows us to act on "things" in the "world". This  
> lever has been turned against us so that instead of knowing that a name is  
> just a thought, and not reality, we mistake it for truth and everything  
> that follows from that.

 

Why would thoughts not be real?  I won't go so far as Descartes and say "I think therefore I am", but it is thoughts that the Mage uses to create entities by which to do his or her bidding.
 
> With regards to:
> 
> AL II.58:  "Yea!  deem not of change: ye shall be as ye are, & not other.   
> Therefore the kings of the earth shall be Kings for ever: the slaves shall  
> serve.  There is none that shall be cast down or lifted up: all is ever as  
> it was.  Yet there are masked ones my servants: it may be that yonder  
> beggar is a King.  A King may choose his garment as he will: there is no  
> certain test: but a beggar cannot hide his poverty."
> 
> Indeed we all of us humans are Kings and Queens. When humanity attains to  
> this realisation, as it is happening now, in our times, then the matrix  
> will be destroyed for good and humanity will enter a new phase of  
> evolution. Look around you. In art and music and philosophy there is  
> independent assertion and celebration of the will. There has been an  
> explosion of occult knowledge and teaching. The youth of today are much  
> more skeptical of information and are not bound by the big media networks  
> as we were. The internet has exploded as a source for us all. People are  
> exposing the corruption of politicians even as fast as they try to cover  
> it up. I, in my own community, along with others support organic farming,  
> local retail and preach the truth about the reality of corporate  
> corruption and the lack of free trade do to subsidised fuel and other  
> subsidies such as corn. Does one live in an ivory tower? Can one ignore  
> the garbage heaps and refuse that is piled around us physically,  
> emotionally and intellectually? This is not to say you fight all fights.  
> The wise warrior picks his/her own battle. (Incidentally, a warrior and a  
> soldier are not necessarily the same thing.)

 

The true nature of anyone, whether a king or a beggar is not for me to change: "Deem not of change."  And truly the nature of any individual cannot by changed.  You are either of the quality of a spiritual warrior or not.  The A.'.A.'. will prove you out by your own doing.  "Success shall be your proof."
 
> Indeed, I am as am, and not other. Therefor, those who oppose us  
> (humanity) must fail in the end. The irony is that the tighter the bonds  
> are made, the more pressure is put on our true selves. This pressure is  
> the great alchemical furnace, so fear not; That which currently sleeps as  
> if in nightmare, will awaken to Its fiery Glory and Wrath.

 

Some have the will to be kings...most, slaves.  For me, I care not which one anyone else is; I have enough work to do proving myself.
 
> Prayer: Come oh holy Horus! Fill the hearts of thy faithful and kindle in  
> them the fire of Thy Divine Love.


Inviting John back into this conversation, I mentioned in a phone conversation with Ryan today, it would be interesting to see if John would come back with the question: "What if it is one's will to 'change' the world?"  Well indeed, some have; but not because it was there will to change the world.  These creators had no concern for the effect their work would have on the world, they did the work of creating solely for the sake of doing the work of creating; in other words, without lust of result.  That their work then went on to have a profound affect on the destiny of humanity was simply a by-product and of no real concern or they could not have had the capacity to create; acting with lust of result and only generating confusion and harm.
 
> P.S. Watch "Zeitgeist" and "Future of Food" if you haven't already.
> 
> http://video.google.com/videoplay?docid=-594683847743189197
> 
> http://www.hulu.com/watch/67878/the-future-of-food
I'm on their mailing list and of course, have been to their website.  I talk about much of the same themes on my political mailing list.  Glad to see we have something in common.
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Hi PJ, Hello All,

I think we have a lot in common, not just something.

I have observed in myself (and largely uprooted) a noxious current running  
through modern thought under the guise of political correctness, equality  
and so forth. This current distorts those good ideas into not-so-good  
ones. It says, "Don't change anything, you can't do any thing. Who are  
you? Do you know what is right and wrong?" Of course it is a distortion  
 from one extreme to the other. From one extreme that dictates everything  
to one that forbids nothing. There are some things we might want to  
forbid, so read on. The middle way is the way I am advocating.

Speaking for my self, I do desire to change others' wills, through  
persuasion, discussion and even conflict if necessary; however I am  
opposed to means such as willful and intentional mis-direction, lies and  
fear mongering, among others.

The difficulty, and it is a great one, is exercising our true will,  
especially below the Veil. There is no way around it: to not to make a  
decision is to make a decision. This is difficult not only in occult  
matters, but in practical matters such as trying not to support big oil,  
corrupt farming, politics etc. The question really becomes, not whether or  
not one is not going to take an action, but what acts we are willing to  
take, or is there a way I can minimise the bad consequences this decision  
will cause. This is an area that is rightfully open to much debate. So, to  
answer your question, albeit rhetorical, how do you presume? You must  
presume. How do you presume not to? There is no other way. You do one  
thing and if it is not the desired result, then you do another thing to  
get a different result. There is no such thing as success or failure, only  
better or worse as you define it. This is an example of "non-Aristotelean"  
thinking as put forth by Korzybski. (Incidentally, he makes it a  
needlessly tedious read; but the conclusions are earth-shaking.)

As far as the discussion on Qabalah, it's always a tricky subject to  
discuss because one may not always know what plane the other (and often  
times our own self) is referring to. But to clarify my point, I re-iterate  
that every "thing" is an illusion. By that I mean every thing on every  
plane including physical objects, astral forms, thoughts, emotions even  
Will It Self is an illusion. The whole Tree is an illusion. All Sephira  
are reflections of the One Truth, the One Reality that exists beyond the  
Three Veils and it is:          .

Nothing.


This, I believe, is the true teaching of Maya as put forth by the Eastern  
Adepts and brothers of the White Brotherhood. The Adepts set up the great  
religions, they are not responsible (or partially, maybe) for the  
subsequent corruption by those who would defile them. Again, this is true  
in every institution. The Constitution and this Nation was founded by  
those consciously aspiring to Adept-hood. However, currently this is the  
law of the land:

1. Your home can be searched without a warrant, without your knowledge,  
and without your consent.
2. You may be arrested without charges declared.
3. You may be held indefinitely.
4. You have no legal representation.
5. You may be tortured legally.

(This is an example of things we may want to forbid, to change out side of  
our selves because it would be awfully hard to discover our true wills  
inside a prison cell, although perhaps not, thinking of some concentration  
camp survivors.)

So I think it is beneficial to distinguish the desecration and abomination  
 from the pure and holy thing it once was or even still might contain under  
neath it all, whether one is talking about religion or any other  
institution.

In conclusion, I am whole-heartedly opposed to any notion (not person  
because persons can't be defined by a notion) that states or affirms the  
belief, attitude or thought that the only thing one can change is oneself  
(self as commonly defined). I have argued this from several perspectives,  
that there is no such thing as "things" or "selves" in the ultimate  
reality, (although on certain planes we can use our conceptions of things  
to further our will, however these conceptions are usually acted on us to  
further someone else's will); and that we cause change constantly in the  
world whether we like it or not with every thought, word and deed; and  
lastly, that one has to make a choice and see it through and be willing to  
take a beating when things don't turn out the way one wanted because even  
if one doesn't choose, it is still a choice. Just because one didn't know  
something was bad doesn't mean it wasn't bad. Wouldn't it be better if  
that was a conscious decision so that one could have an opportunity to  
learn from it? Some times one has to risk all to gain all.

Thank you for your stimulating argument.

Jim
W.O.T.H.
Hi Jim,
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> I think we have a lot in common, not just something.

Good!  If we were exactly the same on things, there'd be nothing to discuss.  However, if you could allow your email client to read rich text instead of converting to plain text, you'd find I'm writing in green; making it easier to distinguish who's saying what.  :-)
 
> I have observed in myself (and largely uprooted) a noxious current running  
> through modern thought under the guise of political correctness, equality  
> and so forth. 
 

This is the problem of European democracies and those on the left (both Republican and Democratic parties) in the U.S. that have all but lost a sense of our republic.  And in promoting democracy and freedom (an impossibility) our liberty is being vacated at a rapid pace.  One of the reasons I run my political list is because Thelema values Life, Love, LIBERTY and Light...and there is a reason to fight for it as one has always to fight for one's rights in this world of contending forces.
Democracy is what creates the mass media and the lowest common denominator by which big corporations can market their wares through a potently dehumanizing process.
 

> This current distorts those good ideas into not-so-good  
> ones. It says, "Don't change anything, you can't do any thing. Who are  
> you? Do you know what is right and wrong?" Of course it is a distortion  
> from one extreme to the other. From one extreme that dictates everything  
> to one that forbids nothing. There are some things we might want to  
> forbid, so read on. 
 

Yes, the right and wrong are the absolutes of the Black Lodge and the distortion is what is discussed in Liber Trigrammaton.
 

> The middle way is the way I am advocating.
Would that not bring mediocrity?  Is not the discipline that comes with refining thy rapture that allows us to excess that we might exceed and as discussed in Liber AL?  Indeed, we should not fear that any god would deny us for this and we should enjoy all things of sense and rapture.
 


> Speaking for my self, I do desire to change others' wills, through  
> persuasion, discussion and even conflict if necessary; however I am  
> opposed to means such as willful and intentional mis-direction, lies and  
> fear mongering, among others.

 

Well far be it from me to interfere in what might actually be your will.  It would not be my intent to try to stop you; unless you happen to come at me.  In such a case, you'll find me subtle yet deadly in a way that you may or may not recognize as the rotting of your soul would come by your own hand.  I say better that we fight as brothers; encouraging one another to stalk each our true enemy; ourselves.  This is the Way of the Warrior the hyperlink goes to an old article I wrote in the late 80s ev).
 
> The difficulty, and it is a great one, is exercising our true will,  
> especially below the Veil. There is no way around it: to not to make a  
> decision is to make a decision. 

 

I'm not sure of exactly what you're saying here; but if I read it right and making the right inference, you're suggesting that I'm not making a decision.  Yet, I can assure you, I've made a carefully weighed decision; and perhaps not too different from yours in some areas where we are not yet speaking really, the same language.  And in other cases very different from yours as even though we seem to share some common interests, our perspectives are uniquely different.
 

> This is difficult not only in occult  
> matters, but in practical matters such as trying not to support big oil,  
> corrupt farming, politics etc. The question really becomes, not whether or  
> not one is not going to take an action, but what acts we are willing to  
> take, or is there a way I can minimise the bad consequences this decision  
> will cause. This is an area that is rightfully open to much debate. 

 

I've found myself participating in the Tea Parties as I'm all for forcing the FED to open its books and feel that the FED, being a foreign interest is truly an enemy of the U.S. and has corrupted our government.  I have great issues with the Council on Foreign Relations and its ties to the Bilderbergers and Trilateral Commission.  And I would like to finally see the U.S. actually print it's own currency for the first time since Kennedy attempted it, which in itself was the first attempt since Lincoln.  An amazing coincidence that they were both assassinated.
 

Most interesting is this: these groups I mention have ties to Occult organizations; the more famous or infamous of which is the Skull and Bones clan.  But ties run through the Theosophists and Masons as well as a few other groups of which articulation here is just beyond the scope of our dialogue.  And it is Crowley who writes in his Minerval ritual for the O.T.O. that this is the time when the forces of Liberty will wage battle against the forces of tyranny and superstition.  And indeed I have recognized this, much to the chagrin of the knee-jerk, leftist so-called Thelemites that have harshly derided me for this.  (Cf. my articles: Ethical Gnosis, A Summation of War, Bartzabel and the New Aeon & The Eagle and the Temple)
Note, you also may be one of those Thelemites that hasn't yet heard my infamous poem: 50 Ways to Kill a Muslim.  You may yet come to hate me as so many others for my having penned this.  So I'll share it with you now:
 

50 ways to kill a Muslim 
Sung to the melody of Paul Simon's
50 Ways to Leave Your Lover
by 
Paul Joseph Rovelli

I'd like to help you find a place to take a pee.
There is a desert where the religions number three.
You can help yourself to the news that's on tv
There must be fifty ways to kill a Muslim.

I bet you shrank and cried as you watched your old friends die
I'd like to help you out but there is no reason why
They danced a lot in Paterson NJ
There must be fifty ways to kill a Muslim

Fifty ways to kill a Muslim

Start with a bomb Jack
And get a plane Stan
Into the no fly zone
Then to Afghanistan

Then hit a Jew Stew
Level the Gaza Steve
Fuck all Arabs
No time to Grieve

Onto the Christians Dave
Kick their balls in Pete
Make sure to hit hard
the ones on your street

They think they're doing good with white light rituals
But I can't tell them that that's just a lot of bull
Yeah I bet you think your god is such a thrill
There must be fifty ways to kill a Muslim

And then they whine a whimper when they hear this song
I've got a million jerks telling me I'm wrong
They're so uptight in their Christist righteousness
There must be fifty ways to kill a Muslim

Fifty ways to kill a Muslim

Take the Koran Dan
tear it to pieces Reese
then grab the Bible Dave
and burn them to bits

Onto the Torah Joe
What do they know - oh
They weren't watching
the two towers go 
And still these superstitious twits, they persevere 
Let's take their scarecrow god and shove up their rear 
Yeah, they come at me with slander, lies and bull, 
just finding, 50 ways to kill a Muslim 
So then you'll hear of me, some tales of ignominy 
just like the yellow press that gapes at Sir Crowley 
They choke the chicken, to hide their ill success 
at finding, 50 ways to kill a Muslim 
50 ways to kill a Muslim 
Just find a scapegoat Hank 
if only to give it a wank 
then call a new order Bill 
to keep their minds still 
Find a new canon Grady 
cause you can't please the Lady 
into the vault Walt 
for your sick gestalt 
So now a Greater Group of Thelema rings its bell 
hoping this song of light will surely go to hell 
Such dupes they are, when they can't see at all 
that there are 50 ways to kill a Muslim. 
And if you think you're strong, then please don't be at ease 
All these perverts want is your soiled BVD's 
they have to hide their venereal disease 
and render 50 ways to kill a Muslim. 
50 ways to kill a Muslim. 
No Viet Nam Saddam 
and we hate Arafat 
No love for one Sharon 
no love at all 
You know the Pope smokes dope 
offering shallow hope 
We won't let dead dogs die 
cause that is a lie 
50 Ways Economic Reprise
 

I'd like to take you on a larger spending spree
There are some bankers upon which to take that pee
Yeah I bet you watch the news that's on TV
There must be 50 ways to kill a Muslim
 

All our Senators cower in their greedy herd
And you ranted as you stroked your inner nerd
Now you know that you're just a stupid coward
Finding 50 ways to kill a Muslim
 

First there's Obama on the glammer, glitter tour
He gives you such a speech you'll be clamoring for more
Oh and you should know he’s really such a boar
When giving 50 ways to kill a Muslim
 

50 ways to kill a Muslim
 

Just listen to Farakan
He's got the Weather
Bill Ayers is Peter
Barak the Messiah
 

His words spin round and round, on a cosmic wheel
Please don't you forget, McCain's also a heel
You just can't look at anything that's real
We're back to 50 ways to kill a Muslim
 

The Fed it takes you in and makes your head spin round
And there's the Dubya yelling, the sky is falling down
The actor here, is no more than a clown
Giving 50 ways to kill a Muslim
 

 

> So, to  
> answer your question, albeit rhetorical, how do you presume? You must  
> presume. How do you presume not to? There is no other way. You do one  
> thing and if it is not the desired result, then you do another thing to  
> get a different result. There is no such thing as success or failure, only  
> better or worse as you define it. This is an example of "non-Aristotelean"  
> thinking as put forth by Korzybski. (Incidentally, he makes it a  
> needlessly tedious read; but the conclusions are earth-shaking.)

 

A part of my nature is quite Rousseauian (as was Thomas Jefferson; one of my heroes).  And I realize that without education, no matter what social or political change you might affect, it will ultimately be undone by ignorance.  And so I've found that the only thing I can constructively do is to first elevate myself to enlightenment; raising the bar for the rest of my race...and then be a source whereby others may find a way to educate themselves...to be a lamp in the darkness.
 
> As far as the discussion on Qabalah, it's always a tricky subject to  
> discuss because one may not always know what plane the other (and often  
> times our own self) is referring to. But to clarify my point, I re-iterate  
> that every "thing" is an illusion. By that I mean every thing on every  
> plane including physical objects, astral forms, thoughts, emotions even  
> Will It Self is an illusion. The whole Tree is an illusion. All Sephira  
> are reflections of the One Truth, the One Reality that exists beyond the  
> Three Veils and it is:          .
> Nothing.

 

Yes, I understand fully what you're saying; it's the nihilistic philosophy of the Yellow and Black schools as I have said.  And what I glean from this post is that you're not interested in absolutes, which then elminates the Black School and posits you squarely in the Yellow School.  Cf. my article: Schools of Magick.


> This, I believe, is the true teaching of Maya as put forth by the Eastern  
> Adepts and brothers of the White Brotherhood. 

 

This is where you err; The Great White Brotherhood embraces this world...so much so that it made a mistake a long time back and was betrayed by the materialistic science it spawned.  The White School sees only that maya, which is the result of a false relation with the material Universe.  This is not so much illusion as it is self-deception.  In other words, it sees as much reality below the Abyss and below the Veils of Paroketh and Qesheth as it notes the perfection which is NOT.  Below the abyss, this reality expresses itself in dualistic relation.  Above the Abyss and in Atziluth, this returns to a Unity and in the Ain Soph it is NOT...all being equally real.
 

> The Adepts set up the great  
> religions, they are not responsible (or partially, maybe) for the  
> subsequent corruption by those who would defile them. Again, this is true  
> in every institution. 

 

You're correct here, the Adepts of the old times are not responsible for what they're psychophants have turned their teachings into.  But also, those Adepts have withdrawn themselves from the Magickal currents they once generated as those currents and their teachings belonged to another time and not this one.  So even could they be here today, they would not be teaching what they taught then...as those teachings are now, in the words of AL "black".  That is why AL says:
 

AL III.50:  "Curse them!  Curse them!  Curse them!"
AL III.51:  "With my Hawk's head I peck at the eyes of Jesus as he hangs upon the cross."
AL III.52:  "I flap my wings in the face of Mohammed & blind him."
AL III.53:  "With my claws I tear out the flesh of the Indian and the Buddhist, Mongol and Din."
AL III.54:  "Bahlasti!  Ompehda!  I spit on your crapulous creeds."
 

> The Constitution and this Nation was founded by  
> those consciously aspiring to Adept-hood. 

 

We do agree here; again, you would really enjoy my article: The Eagle and the Temple.
 

> However, currently this is the  
> law of the land:
> 1. Your home can be searched without a warrant, without your knowledge,  
> and without your consent.
> 2. You may be arrested without charges declared.
> 3. You may be held indefinitely.
> 4. You have no legal representation.
> 5. You may be tortured legally.

 

Also, our emails are being screened as well as our phone calls.  I do realize that foreigners have no right to habeas corpus; but I do believe American citizens do...and I'm in agreement with that.  However, note also, that the Constitution allows for habeas corpus to be suspended by the president in times of war.  And we are in a declared war against Iraq and Al Qaeda in Afghanistan.  And again, only foreigners are being subjugated or have been subjugated to water-boarding as far as I know.
 
> (This is an example of things we may want to forbid, to change out side of  
> our selves because it would be awfully hard to discover our true wills  
> inside a prison cell, although perhaps not, thinking of some concentration  
> camp survivors.)

 

There's a reason why they call them concentration camps...kinda in the way Budweiser asks:  Why do you think they call them taste BUDS anyway?  Ok...enough levity here.  But do note that Karl Germer was proclaimed by Crowley a Master of the Temple for having crossed the Abyss while practicing his memorization of the Holy Books; both forwards and backwards while in a Nazi prison camp.
 
> So I think it is beneficial to distinguish the desecration and abomination  
> from the pure and holy thing it once was or even still might contain under  
> neath it all, whether one is talking about religion or any other  
> institution.

 

The important thing to note is that no matter what it once was, it is now a rotting, stinking corpse...no different than a piece of meat left at room temperature on one's counter for weeks of time.
 
> In conclusion, I am whole-heartedly opposed to any notion (not person  
> because persons can't be defined by a notion) that states or affirms the  
> belief, attitude or thought that the only thing one can change is oneself  
> (self as commonly defined). 

 

Whether or not you're right or wrong, I think we can both agree that if you can't change yourself, how would you presume to be able to change others and work change with the forces of nature?  And if you've not attained to the Knowledge & Conversation of the H.G.A. then you haven't changed yourself.  So why then are you actively engaged in changing that which is not yourself?  And for that matter, if all this is but maya to you, why should you care whether or not the forces of tyranny are upon is...isn't this as you say, an illusion?
 

>I have argued this from several perspectives,  
> that there is no such thing as "things" or "selves" in the ultimate  
> reality, (although on certain planes we can use our conceptions of things  
> to further our will, however these conceptions are usually acted on us to  
> further someone else's will); and that we cause change constantly in the  
> world whether we like it or not with every thought, word and deed; and  
> lastly, that one has to make a choice and see it through and be willing to  
> take a beating when things don't turn out the way one wanted because even  
> if one doesn't choose, it is still a choice. Just because one didn't know  
> something was bad doesn't mean it wasn't bad. Wouldn't it be better if  
> that was a conscious decision so that one could have an opportunity to  
> learn from it? Some times one has to risk all to gain all.

But if then, you are not real as nothing is real that isn't NOT; then how can you do anything?  How can you have a will?  How can there even be a 'you' to know that this world is an illusion?  Why do you bother to do anything at all?  Why not just lay there until finally you're body seizes and you're able to get back to the only reality 'you(?)' recognize as being real...NOT.  The solipsistic nihilism you espouse require a you, a philosophy and a world that is real for you to even apprehend it.  And yet you say this is not so.  And so you call this contradiction then, a paradox?  Is that not the same as saying faith is believing in that that you can't prove?  Then why don't we all save ourselves the trouble and go back to praising Jesus?
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Hello All, PJ,

Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the law.

I have not said any thing that is not "squarly" Qabalistic: We have a  
nucleus, a spirit that is unbegotten and eternal, this is our real self.  
We have a soul that is created and immortal (with a few exceptions). We  
have a body that is created and mortal. A photograph is not the thing  
photographed, a shadow on a cave is not the thing outside, a mirror image  
is not the thing itself, therefor, it doesn't mean it doesn't exist, it is  
just not reality, hence, illusion. The profane say that there is no god. I  
say that there is a God, but he/she/it doesn't exist. Yet I worship the  
Gods. So the correct answer is in my words and my example, but neither one  
exclusively.

I have been making one consistent point throughout these posts: that one  
should, must, and could not do otherwise, even if one wanted to, change  
the world-and not just one's own personal world, either. Your first  
response was, "who am I to impose on another's' will?" My answer is that  
you are a human-being-in-the world with all that entails.

Why did you threaten me? Don't answer me, just think about it to yourself.  
If you find an answer you will be along way along from where you are now.  
Unfortunately, you have only hurt your self by threatening me, it has  
already come back to you three-fold. Now I will have to work on abrogating  
some of that karma back on to my own self, so in a sense, I will have  
experienced your threat.

Now, for a few concluding remarks, I want to address some serious errors:

Firstly, take one thing and see it through, don't go off on to so many  
tangents; you're only running away from the problem that way.
Secondly, Liber AL is a difficult book to comprehend, especially the third  
chapter. Be careful how you interpret it especially with regard to:
1. other religions. In many places Crowley shows deep respect for other  
religions, including the teachings of Jesus. I am trying to warn you not  
to mistake the abomination for the holy thing there especially with regard  
to the idea of a central deity that is the center of the Rauch as the sun  
is the center of the solar system.  It is important to have both a  
mediating and balancing/harmonising centre in the soul, or one risks going  
off the rails. 2,000 years ago there were dozens of deities that shared  
the same basic characteristics of Horus and Jesus (virgin-birth, born on  
DEC. 25, worshipped as the son of God, died and resurrected etc.), so it  
could have been any deity that could have "won out" and we could have had  
a Mithric or Dionysian religion for the past 2000 years that was  
infiltrated and corrupted. It doesn't make any difference, but you only  
hurt yourself by demonising the great truths hidden between the lines,  
even though it has been altered some what. (One doesn't always need a book  
or a teacher any way, we can and must look within our own hearts.)  
Therefor demonise the demon, nothing else.
2. You seem to assume, like a lot of Christians, that only a few will be  
kings- the rest slaves. I believe all human beings are inherently Kings  
and Queens, and the key is to realise that and help others to realise that.
Thirdly, to avoid error through extreme, i.e. dichotomous thinking is  
definitely not mediocre; it is simply logical, smart and sane. However, I  
do strongly resonate with those ideas of lust properly understood; that is  
what first attracted me to Thelema while reading "The Book of Thoth."
Lastly, what say you, our true enemy is ourselves? This is a trap; do not  
ever, under any circumstances let anyone lead you to believe that you are  
anything but good, beautiful and powerful. There is no enemy (except  
perhaps on the mundane levels).

Love is the law, love under will.

Jim
W.O.T.H.
Hi Jim,
93
 

> I have not said any thing that is not "squarly" Qabalistic: We have a  
> nucleus, a spirit that is unbegotten and eternal, this is our real self.  
 

Yes, you at some points have echoed the Hebrew Qabalah; building upon the idea that we are each 'sparks of the intimate fire'.  Of course, the Thelemic Qabalah completely disagrees with this.  But don't take my word for it, Crowley in his commentary says:
 

Why are we told that the Khabs is in the Khu, not the Khu in the Khabs?  Did we then suppose the converse?  I think that we are warned against the idea of a Pleroma, a flame of which we are Sparks, and to which we return when we 'attain'.  That would indeed be to make the whole curse of separate existence ridiculous, a senseless and inexcusable folly.  It would throw us back on the dilemma of Manichaeism.  The idea of incarnations "perfecting" a thing originally perfect by definition is imbecile.  The only sane solution is as given previously, to suppose that the Perfect enjoys experience of (apparent) Imperfection.  (There are deeper resolutions of this problem appropriate to the highest grades of initiation; but the above should suffice the average intelligence.)
 

Motta in his commentary adds to this:
 

When A.C. says, above, “Did we then suppose the converse?” he is speaking with his tongue in his cheek.  He knows perfectly well that all religions, without one single solitasry exception, suppose the converse.  He, himself, had once supposed the converse.

This central mystery reveald by Aiwass was the darkest secret of most Initiatic Schools.  All religions start as Methods of Theurgy; as Method degenerates into Routine, Blind Faith becomes more virtuous than Experience, and Dogma is born.  Then God is put on a pedestal, where He, or She, or It, is less uncomfortably present when you indulge your basest appetites such as Preaching and Saving Souls.

The formidable nature of the Book of the Law becomes apparent when we see that this “Dark Mystery” is the first and simplest of its revelations.  No wonder organized religions everywhere fought it!  No wonder “Initiatic Orders” which had only this “Awful Truth”—“Osiris is a Black God”—to mask their financial and political maneuvers clamored that Aleister Crowley was a very wicked man.

 

> We have a soul that is created and immortal (with a few exceptions). We  
> have a body that is created and mortal. A photograph is not the thing  
> photographed, a shadow on a cave is not the thing outside, a mirror image  
> is not the thing itself, therefor, it doesn't mean it doesn't exist, it is  
> just not reality, hence, illusion. The profane say that there is no god. I  
> say that there is a God, but he/she/it doesn't exist. Yet I worship the  
> Gods. So the correct answer is in my words and my example, but neither one  
> exclusively.
 

I would argue that we have a Soul that is only partially created (diffentiating soul from spirit; cf. my article: Congealing the Soul) at birth and which must be developed during life.  Otherwise, why does Crowley give us the instructions for creating the Astral Body?  Is that not the Soul?  Is this then merely an exercise in vanity?  Then Magick is but one vain joke.
 
> I have been making one consistent point throughout these posts: that one  
> should, must, and could not do otherwise, even if one wanted to, change  
> the world-and not just one's own personal world, either. Your first  
> response was, "who am I to impose on another's' will?" My answer is that  
> you are a human-being-in-the world with all that entails.
 

Yes, you have consistently delivered imperitives that if I ignore, then I must be in ignorance or acting from futility.  And to say that one "could not do otherwise" I guess goes hand in hand with your desire to alter the wills of others in that here, you are clearly denying that anyone even has a will.  But all I see that you've echoed is what is popularly understood in the New Age community with finally but one reference to the Hebrew Qabalah in this post.  And it's easy to see that you echo the sentiment of Jesus on the cross: "Not my will but thine be done."  Yet there is no will...and no Earth...I assume by your philosophy there's no hand and cannot be a hand in the fire.  As a matter of fact, since that is such an illusion, please videotape your hand in the fire over your stove and send it to me that I might learn THE truth.  (We'll forget this absolute and trust that Plato was lying or wrong when he said there are no facts; only correct and incorrect opinions.)
 
> Why did you threaten me? Don't answer me, just think about it to yourself.  
> If you find an answer you will be along way along from where you are now.  
> Unfortunately, you have only hurt your self by threatening me, it has  
> already come back to you three-fold. Now I will have to work on abrogating  
> some of that karma back on to my own self, so in a sense, I will have  
> experienced your threat.

 

1. I didn't threaten you; all I did was take your philosophy that allows you to interfere with the will of others and let you know that should you decide to interfere with mine, there will be a destruction you bring upon yourself by your own hand.  Just as much as if I decide to interfere with the will of another, the law of equal and opposite reactions will bring that to me, which is why I say we live in a Universe of contending forces.
2. I do not buy the Wiccan Reed and it's law of three; it's but a fantasy invented by the populist writers in that community and really based on the Christist idea of the Santa Clause god that sits in the sky; putting marks in a book for each good and bad thing we do.  He sees you when you're sleeping, he knows when you're awake, he knows if you've been bad or good; so be good or  you'll go to Hell, Hades, Gehenna, Prison, Purgatory, et al, ad infinitum, ad nauseum.
3. But do continue with instructing me as I'm obviously the naive beginner you're implying here.  :-)
 
> Now, for a few concluding remarks, I want to address some serious errors:
> 
> Firstly, take one thing and see it through, don't go off on to so many  
> tangents; you're only running away from the problem that way.
> Secondly, Liber AL is a difficult book to comprehend, especially the third  
> chapter. Be careful how you interpret it especially with regard to:
> 1. other religions. In many places Crowley shows deep respect for other  
> religions, including the teachings of Jesus. I am trying to warn you not  
> to mistake the abomination for the holy thing there especially with regard  
> to the idea of a central deity that is the center of the Rauch as the sun  
> is the center of the solar system.  It is important to have both a  
> mediating and balancing/harmonising centre in the soul, or one risks going  
> off the rails. 2,000 years ago there were dozens of deities that shared  
> the same basic characteristics of Horus and Jesus (virgin-birth, born on  
> DEC. 25, worshipped as the son of God, died and resurrected etc.), so it  
> could have been any deity that could have "won out" and we could have had  
> a Mithric or Dionysian religion for the past 2000 years that was  
> infiltrated and corrupted. It doesn't make any difference, but you only  
> hurt yourself by demonising the great truths hidden between the lines,  
> even though it has been altered some what. (One doesn't always need a book  
> or a teacher any way, we can and must look within our own hearts.)  
> Therefor demonise the demon, nothing else.

 

Actually, Jesus would be equivalent with Osiris and not Horus; Horus is an entirely different metaphysical conceptualization.  But I am enjoying your condescension here.  Of what should I beware?...punishment in Hell?  How far wrong have I gone, Rabbi, in my 23 years of study of Liber AL?...my 40 years of studying Christianity?  Obviously I'm a buffoon.  The fact that my opinion differs from yours must mean that I am wrong.  But who died and made you the know-it-all of the aeon?  Praise Jesus that you've come along to alarm me of my "serious errors."  Would that be equivalent to Cardinal Sins?  Am I damned to going...you know...down there?  (If only I could a woman to go "down there" with me...lol...69 must be an evil number.)

> 2. You seem to assume, like a lot of Christians, that only a few will be  
> kings- the rest slaves. I believe all human beings are inherently Kings  
> and Queens, and the key is to realise that and help others to realise that.

 

Potentially, all human beings are kings; but most choose to remain asleep as their Souls have no real quality. How else could so many buy the stupidy that our now decadent American culture has put upon us?  McDonald's is your kind of  place; hap, hap, happy place.  And we who dare to state that we are kings, know we need these slaves.  They run the mindless automatonic jobs that perform such functions as putting electricity in our houses, keep the economy moving and free us from the slavery to nature.  Too many chiefs though, would mean not enough indians and the tribe would die.  No, I don't conform to that democratic falsity that we're all equal in the eyes of some god.

> Thirdly, to avoid error through extreme, i.e. dichotomous thinking is  
> definitely not mediocre; it is simply logical, smart and sane. 

 

Dichotomous has two synonyms: duplicitous and schizophrenic.  Although you do quite well add condescending to the list.  But then again, I'm an evil moron...about to lose his Soul for being wrong.
 

> However, I  
> do strongly resonate with those ideas of lust properly understood; that is  
> what first attracted me to Thelema while reading "The Book of Thoth."
> Lastly, what say you, our true enemy is ourselves? This is a trap; do not  
> ever, under any circumstances let anyone lead you to believe that you are  
> anything but good, beautiful and powerful. There is no enemy (except  
> perhaps on the mundane levels).

 

How could such an 'evil' man as myself, who would have such terrible acts coming back to me "three times" be so "good, beautiful and powerful"?  How could such a buffoon as myself, who is so wrong about life and the nature of the Universe, ever hope to aspire to your "middle path"?  (Don't worry, I'm not even trying.)  I bet you're gonna tell me I have to become an ego loser and lose that ego so I can become NOT and find nirvana?  Well, I found it and the lead singer died...so that was the end of that, as he became NOT. (can you find the pun in that?).  And to see just how wrong I am, you might enjoy my article: A Zelator's Aphorisms.  It's but one of the 50 Ways...
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I really think Motta said it best.  In his comment to AL:III.26 he writes (I'll add my own comments in-between):
 

AL III.26:  "These slay, naming your enemies; & they shall fall before you."

Serious students will understand that “they shall fall before you” does not necessarily mean that you shall slay them.  Also, unserious students had better beware of trying to employ this magickal formula:  “thou hast no right but to do thy will.”
 

(As I said in my own post, it is enough that one strives to find ones' own will.  As the A.'.A.'. teaches, all Magick is Black Magick that is not in quest solely for the Knowledge and Conversation of one's H.G.A.  In other words, as AL states: "thou has no right but to do thy will.")
 

Perhaps the following apologue will be of help:


A profane slew a beetle before Ra-Hoor-Khuit, naming a person he considered his enemy; and soon after, the profane went mad.
 

(How many times have I seen these young nutcases that come into the Thelemic community and leave it just as abruptly as they've entered...each on his or her own 'mission from god' to change the world...there gonna show everyone what the truth is...and they're always mad as a hatter...angry as a mad hatter...how can you change the world when you have so little control over your own thinking that you haven't worked this out philosophically?)
 

An Initiate slew a beetle before R-Hoor-Khuit, naming a person he considered his enemy; and soon after, this person fell before him.
 

(Now, once in tune with your will and assuming that it is your will to conquer others...well, then we've a completely different situation.  And I personally wouldn't dare to presume upon an Adept to tell him or her what his or her will is or 'ought' to be.  But I know that if this is their will, then they will have the inertia of the Universe behind them to support them.  In which case, the question arises of these other wills.  Don't they also have the inertia of the Universe behind them?  Would an Adept really then, be working to extinguish someone else's will?  No!  He or she would know better...but the false and poorly formulated wills of those who are foolish enough to try to 'lord it over others', these vampires; these parasites as Ayn Rand calls them, well...they become necessary enemies to destroy and their effort at attacking them has invoked the response in that Universal law that says that every action has an equal and opposite reaction.  This is the inertia that the Adept utiliizes in his or her Magick.  It is worth a moment to describe the nature of these parasites with the words of Ayn Rand--immediately below this parenthesis and mixed with some of my own comments as well as quotes from AL.)
 

"The basic need of the second-hander is to secure his ties with men in order to be fed. He places relations first. He declares that man exists in order to serve others. He preaches altruism.

"Altruism is the doctrine which demands that man live for others and place others above self.

"No man can live for another. He cannot share his spirit just as he cannot share his body. But the second-hander has used altruism as a weapon of exploitation and reversed the base of mankind's moral principles. Men have been taught every precept that destroys the creator. Men have been taught dependence as a virtue.
 

AL II.48:  "Pity not the fallen!  I never knew them.  I am not for them.  I console not: I hate the consoled & the consoler."

"The man who attempts to live for others is a dependent. He is a parasite in motive and makes parasites of those he serves. The relationship produces nothing but mutual corruption. It is impossible in concept. The nearest approach to it in reality--the man who lives to serve others--is the slave. If physical slavery is repulsive, how much more repulsive is the concept of servility of the spirit? The conquered slave has a vestige of honor. He has the merit of having resisted and of considering his condition evil. But the man who enslaves himself voluntarily in the name of love is the basest of creatures. He degrades the dignity of man and he degrades the conception of love. But this is the essence of altruism.

 

The ultimate altruist of course, being Jesus with his 'example' on the cross.  And though so many leave this religion, their real beef is not with the religion but with the institution of the religion.  They still accept this false motif and locked away in the shadow of their psyche is an anger that retaliates for their self-immolation.

"Men have been taught that the highest virtue is not to achieve, but to give. Yet one cannot give that which has not been created. Creation comes before distribution--or there will be nothing to distribute. The need of the creator comes before the need of any possible beneficiary. Yet we are taught to admire the second-hander who dispenses gifts he has not produced above the man who made the gifts possible. We praise an act of charity. We shrug at an act of achievement.

"Men have been taught that their first concern is to relieve the suffering of others. But suffering is a disease. Should one come upon it, one tries to give relief and assistance. To make that the highest test of virtue is to make suffering the most important part of life. Then man must wish to see others suffer--in order that he may be virtuous. Such is the nature of altruism. The creator is not concerned with disease, but with life. Yet the work of the creators has eliminated one form of disease after another, in man's body and spirit, and brought more relief from suffering than any altruist could ever conceive.

"Men have been taught that it is a virtue to agree with others. But the creator is the man who disagrees. Men have been taught that it is a virtue to swim with the current. But the creator is the man who goes against the current. Men have been taught that it is a virtue to stand together. But the creator is the man who stands alone.

 

Here I can attest from deep personal experience.  I was once a member of the Thelemic herd; for at least several seconds.  But rather immediately, I did something they couldn't stand for...I disagreed.  This angered them and to this day, they won't forgive me for it.  But of course, I keep on writing and creating...new gnosis is produced as I'm willing to toy with new ideas; they rely on Crowley for everything and simply recycle (DuQuette & Co., Inc. a subsidiary of Breeze & Co., Inc) his words over and over again.  They are parasites!  Indeed, I dare say, most of these lineages of the A.'.A.'.  Their call to authority rests on the work of this one creator as they don't create themselves.

"Men have been taught that the ego is the synonym of evil, and selflessness the ideal of virtue. But the creator is the egotist in the absolute sense, and the selfless man is the one who does not think, feel, judge, or act. These are functions of the self.

"Here the basic reversal is most deadly. The issue has been perverted and man has been left no alternative-and no freedom. As poles of good and evil, he was offered two conceptions: egotism and altruism. Egotism was held to mean the sacrifice of others to self. Altruism--the sacrifice of self to others. This tied man irrevocably to other men and left him nothing but a choice of pain: his own pain borne for the sake of others or pain inflicted upon others for the sake of self. When it was added that man must find joy in self-immolation, the trap was closed. Man was forced to accept masochism as his ideal--under the threat that sadism was his only alternative. This was the greatest fraud ever perpetrated on mankind.

"This was the device by which dependence and suffering were perpetuated as fundamentals of life.

"The choice is not self-sacrifice or domination. The choice is independence or dependence. The code of the creator or the code of the second-hander. This is the basic issue. It rest upon the alternative of life or death. The code of the creator is built on the needs of the reasoning mind which allows man to survive. The code of the second-hander is built on the needs of a mind incapable of survival. All that which proceeds from man's dependence upon men is evil.

"The egoist in the absolute sense is not the man who sacrifices others. He is the man who stands above the need of using others in any manner. He does not function through them. He is not concerned with them in any primary matter. Not in his aim, not in his motive, not in his thinking, not in his desires, not in the source of his energy. He does not exist for any other man--and he asks no man to exist for him. This is the only form of brotherhood and mutual respect possible between men.

 

And so I ask again...why are you so concerned with others?...you who would change or save the world.

"Degrees of ability vary, but the basic principle remains the same: the degree of a man's independence, initiative and personal love for his work determines his talent as a worker and his worth as a man. Independence is the only gauge of human virtue and value. What a man is and makes of himself; not what he has or hasn't done for others. There is no substitute for personal dignity. There is no standard of personal dignity except independence.

"In all proper relationships there is no sacrifice of anyone to anyone. An architect needs clients, but he does not subordinate his work to their wishes. They need him, but they do not order a house just to give him a commission. Men exchange their work by free, mutual consent to mutual advantage when their personal interests agree and they both desire the exchange. If they do not desire it, they are not forced to deal with each other. They seek further. Anything else is a relation of slave to master, or victim to executioner.

"No work is ever done collectively, by a majority decision. Every creative job is achieved under the guidance of a single individual thought. An architect requires a great many men to erect his building. But he does not ask them to vote on his design. They work together by free agreement and each is free in his proper function. An architect uses steel, glass, concrete, produced by others. But the materials remain just so much steel, glass and concrete until he touches them. What he does with them is his individual product and his individual property. This is the only pattern for proper co-operation among men.

"The first right on earth is the right of the ego. Man's first duty is to himself. His moral law is never to place his prime goal within the persons of others. His moral obligation is to do what he wishes, provided his wish does not depend primarily upon other men. This includes the whole sphere of his creative faculty, his thinking, his work. But it does not include the sphere of the gangster, the altruist and the dictator.

"A man thinks and works alone. A man cannot rob, exploit or rule--alone. Robbery, exploitation and ruling presuppose victims. They imply dependence. They are the province of the second-hander.

"Rulers of men are not egoists. They create nothing. The exist entirely through the persons of others. Their goal is in their subjects, in the activity of enslaving. They are as dependent as the beggar, the social worker and the bandit. The form of dependence does not matter.
Yes, AL says:
 
AL I.10:  "Let my servants be few & secret: they shall rule the many & the known."
 
But there are kings and kings; some rule by the example of their lives as others live by sucking the will out of the lives of others.


"But men were taught to regard second-handers--tyrants, emperors, dictators--as exponents of egotism. By this fraud they were made to destroy the ego, themselves and others. The purpose of the fraud was to destroy the creators. Or to harness them. Which is a synonym.

"From the beginning of history, the two antagonists have stood face to face: the creator and the second-hander. When the first creator invented the wheel, the first second-hander responded. He invented altruism.

""The creator--denied, opposed, persecuted, exploited--went on, moved forward and carried all humanity along on his energy. The second-hander contributed nothing to the process except the impediments. The contest has another name: the individual against the collective.
 

Nietszche writes of the herd mind; indeed we see this manifest even in Thelemic communities.  You must go with the flow; do things as others do.

"The 'common good' of a collective--a race, a class, a state-- was the claim and justification of every tyranny ever established over men. Every major horror of history was committed in the name of an altruistic motive. Has any act of selfishness ever equaled the carnage perpetrated by disciples of altruism? Does the fault lie in men's hypocrisy or in the nature of the principle? The most dreadful butchers were the most sincere. They believed in the perfect society reached through the guillotine and the firing squad. Nobody questioned their right to murder since they were murdering for an altruistic purpose. It was accepted that man must be sacrificed for other men. Actors change, but the course of the tragedy remains the same. A humanitarian who starts with declarations of love for mankind and ends with a sea of blood. It goes on and will go on so long as men believe that an action is good if it unselfish. That permits the altruist to act and forces his victims to bear it. The leaders of collectivist movements ask nothing for themselves. But observe the results.

"The only good which men can do to one another and the only statement of their proper relationship is--Hands off!
 

In other words, "thou has no right but to do thy will."

"Now observe the results of a society built on the principle of individualism. This, our country. The noblest country in the history of men. The country of greatest achievement, greatest prosperity, greatest freedom. This country was not based on selfless service, sacrifice, renunciation or any precept of altruism. It was based on a man's right to the pursuit of happiness. His own happiness. Not anyone else's. A private, personal, selfish motive. Look at the results. Look into your own conscience.

"It is an ancient conflict. Men have come close to the truth, but it was destroyed each time and one civilization fell after another. Civilization is the progress toward a society of privacy. The savage's whole existence is public, ruled by the laws of his tribe. Civilization is the process of setting man free from men.

"Now, in our age, collectivism, the rule of the second-hander and second-rater, the ancient monster, has broken loose and is running amuck. It has brought men to a level of intellectual indecency never equaled on earth. It has reached a scale of horror without precedent. It has poisoned every mind. It has swallowed most of Europe. It is engulfing our country.

And back to Motta's quote:
 

An Exempt Adept slew a beetle before Ra-Hoor-Khuit, naming the person he considered his worst enemy, that is, himself; and soon after, he became a Master of the Temple.


AUMGN.
 

And as I originally said in my posting; you have only one true enemy, yourself.  That so many have made an enemy out of me in the past, well...they are deluding themselves...and I was an instant winner...ruling over them by my example.  Now, you do the same thing...be creative!
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A bit more on this, first I recommend that you read my article: The Way of the Warrior, where I show a bit of how Castaneda discusses the spiritual warrior with related quotes from Thelemic holy books.  This was written early in my Thelemic career and in the late 80s ev.  When I launched the A.'.A.'. page, about 12 years ago, I updated the article, into a new article called: The Syncretic Nature of Thelema.  It really expands on the original idea and incorporates more of Castaneda's teachings on the warrior.
Then go to the Editorial page of the A.M.H.R. site, where you'll find both the full Ayn Rand quote and the full quote (of which I have but a line below) from Ben Hecht's Child of the Century:
 

That a wise man knows he has only one enemy--himself.  This is an enemy difficult to ignore and full of a cunning lacking in the enemies outside.  it assails one with doubts, fears and disgusts.  It always seeks to lessen, and leads one away form one's goals.  It is an enemy never to be vanquished by constantly outwitted.
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Hi PJ and Everyone!
 

93
 

Thanks for this post, PJ! Again, something that resonates storngly with my past and is a clear reminder of important things that have slid into the back of my brain. Ayn Rand was one of my literary and philosophical heroes when I was a teenager (I read all her books years before I even heard of A.C. - I was in my early 20/s by that time!). She quickly grew unpopular even amongst the few marginalized people I knew, but I appreciated then, as now, the stark purity of her words and thought - for me, it approaches the holy, although I'm sure she is spinning in her grave as I write that!
 

I'll probably post more on this later when I've had time to assimilate - but wanted to say thanks again for the positive inspiration.
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Hi Suzan,
93
Yes, I'm a great admirer of Ayn Rand; though as a complete Aristotelian, I don't think she ever fully understood Plato.  In my view, both are not incompatible.  There's a marvelous interview given by Mike Wallace that survives on YouTube (http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7ukJiBZ8_4k).  How remarkable was television at one time...compared to the drivel we get today.
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