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I saw a History Channel program on how the early Christian religion spread.  In this, they discussed this famous Magick Square (for students familiar with Hermetic or Christian Magick).  The square is as follows:
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In Latin,

Rotas = Wheels

Opera = Work

Tenet = Hold(s)

Sator = sower

Arepo is a bastard word taken from the Greek transliteration of the word, Aleph…Alep, with an O on the end; making the AO or Alpha et Omega.

The Sator Square is said to give us the phrase: The Alpha & the Omega hold the Wheels in Work; though this sentence doesn’t make use of the word Sator.  The letters of the Sator Square can also be rearranged into an equilateral cross (with the Alpha&Omega represented at the ends of each arm) as follows:
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Pater Noster = Our Father (alleged to be referencing the famous prayer), which is said to then reinterpret the meaning of the Sator Square to say: Jesus makes God’s work possible.  This doesn’t make any sense to me at all.  If we were to consider ‘Our Father’ as the All-Father; noster being a word that actually means All, we might then integrate the word Sator into the sentence for the original square to read: The Alpha & the Omega is the sower that holds the wheels of work.  With ‘work’ being action, we have a formulation of the Will and the All-Father being the bud-Will charging the formal magickal operation of this square.
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Not to contradict, but to add another possible interpretation:

I am not sure what you mean by All-Father? Are you referring to Chokmah, Chesed or Kether? (I am assuming you mean Chokmah or Chesed, but then you refer to noster as "All", which would correspond to Kether.) I think that there are other Qabalistic interpretations of "Father" in which it does not refer to the All-Father but rather to Kether. So, Father-Son-Holy Spirit would be Kether-Tiphareth-Malkuth, or Ra-Hoor-Khuit, or Ra-Ra-Hoor-Khuit-Hadit, or Spirit-Higher Self-Sexual Energy and so on. Also, in keeping with that interpretation, the Sign of the Cross would not be the Quabalistic Cross but rather the Heirophantic Cross. This theory then postulates that the term "Father" (misunderstood or mistranslated as strictly the Masculine-Active force) led to a  confusion due to the limits of language and gender (especially in translation).

Also, Jesus (the formula YHSVH, not the exoteric, biblical persona) could be viewed as making "Gods' work possible" as the visible Sun of the invisible Crown. The Rosicrucian language describing the phenomena of the K&C of the HGA.
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You make some good points with a salient theory…and contradiction, rebuttal, disproving…all forms of skeptical inquiry bring us closer truth.  So far, nobody’s died and made me the arbiter of that.    But I did refer to Kether in utilizing the concept of the All-Father; in much the same manner as Crowley uses it in the Book of Thoth.  Further, yes, the formula of YHShVH in the Rosicrucian formulation holds a certain validity; especially when connected to the Christ-consciousness and the H.G.A. concept.  The only problem with all this is the Christist egregore that is the specter of the “biblical persona” built up to a huge and powerful psychic force.  In holding to the formula of YHShVH, our psyche and especially at the archetypal level can’t help but succumb to this that has been conditioned into us from our first breath.  And so we fall in line with this zeitgeist and lose our magickal/mystical bearing.  So I rather the H.G.A. paradox; this seems to get us around such pressure.

But in the working out of the sentences, YHShVH doesn’t even appear as a word.   How does something like this get inserted?
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PJ,

I also agree about the baggage that comes with exoteric (mis)understanding of Christianity (or Judaism) etc.and the benefit of using systems that are less cluttered. In addition, using newer systems is critical for me in discovering what the older systems really mean.

But I would also add, that if "A" = initiated spiritual system of attainment and if "B" = exoteric, misunderstood system of slavery, then one's condemning "B" has no bearing whatsoever on "A" albeit, for simplicity's sake, using a new system, or reconstituted system, "C" would be beneficial, but may still be theoretically equal or similar to "A".

But in the working out of the sentences, YHShVH doesn’t even appear as a word.   How does something like this get inserted?

What I take from the re-arrangement of the square into the Pater Noster cross appended with the Alpha et Omega is the idea of, ARARITA: "One is His Beginning; One is His Individuality; His Permutation One."

The thing that interests me at the moment is the paradoxical notion of Deity as One Particular thing and/or several ideas in One. In the example I gave previously, I compared Father-Son-Holy Spirit to: Spirit-Higher Self-Sexual Energy, and Ra-Hoor-Khuit. So, here one has RHK as a Qabalistic formula of Ra = Kether, Hoor =  both Son of Osiris/Isis and Sun of Tipharet, Khuit = Malkuth/Yesod. Of course, I don't think this necessarily violates the notion of Ra-Hoor-Khuit as = Tiphareth (or Kether?), because just as Deity is both Many and One (and None), so is humanity both Many parts and One (and None). what a paradox!
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I also agree about the baggage that comes with exoteric (mis)understanding of Christianity (or Judaism) etc.and the benefit of using systems that are less cluttered. In addition, using newer systems is critical for me in discovering what the older systems really mean.
I might lean into the idea of taking this a bit further.  The egregore, built up from some 1500 years and billions of people having created the archetypal image into our collective consciousness is more than simply an “exoteric (mis)understanding.”  It’s much the reason in my mind that Ra-Hoor-Khuit tells us to choose and island; that we might be shielded from the zeitgeist.

But I would also add, that if "A" = initiated spiritual system of attainment and if "B" = exoteric, misunderstood system of slavery, then one's condemning "B" has no bearing whatsoever on "A" albeit, for simplicity's sake, using a new system, or reconstituted system, "C" would be beneficial, but may still be theoretically equal or similar to "A".
Thelemic doctrine seems to assert the idea that even your “A” has become corrupted; flowing in and even a support for the Christist Egregore; that “lying specter of the centuries” that RHK admonishes us to tear down.

But in the working out of the sentences, YHShVH doesn’t even appear as a word.   How does something like this get inserted?
What I take from the re-arrangement of the square into the Pater Noster cross appended with the Alpha et Omega is the idea of, ARARITA: "One is His Beginning; One is His Individuality; His Permutation One."
And you would equate ARARITA w/JHShVH?...seems more like mixing the planes here.
The thing that interests me at the moment is the paradoxical notion of Deity as One Particular thing and/or several ideas in One. In the example I gave previously, I compared Father-Son-Holy Spirit to: Spirit-Higher Self-Sexual Energy, and Ra-Hoor-Khuit. So, here one has RHK as a Qabalistic formula of Ra = Kether, Hoor =  both Son of Osiris/Isis and Sun of Tipharet, Khuit = Malkuth/Yesod. Of course, I don't think this necessarily violates the notion of Ra-Hoor-Khuit as = Tiphareth (or Kether?), because just as Deity is both Many and One (and None), so is humanity both Many parts and One (and None). what a paradox!

Certainly, trinities are a part of many traditions; correlated in Alchemy by Mercury, Sulfur and Salt…the three Gunas, et al…three forces, creation, preservation and destruction…the triangle as the strongest geometric unit.  I don’t know that I’d take the human being and divide it in such a way that we are composed of the three parts you relate.
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I don't disagree with that assessment; especially if it works.

One point of clarification: I don't equate the formulas of ARARITA with YEShVH. I'll just leave it at that.

JR

