http://www.adoptiontexas.com/collaborate/paradigm.pdf
 
93
 
I found this somewhat interesting essay on the nature of the personal and professional paradigm. It was written by an attorney and obviously relates to that profession, yet I find it an interesting exercise to correlate this with the personal paradigms we all set up in our initiatory paths. It is relevant to me as I work towards a certain synthesis, and I think you may find it food for thought. 
 
93/93
Paul David Thomas
Hi Paul,
93
This is interesting as a point of discussion.  We all have personal paradigms from which we operate.  Most people are really very unconscious of them, but feel them in their decision-making and how they evaluate the world around them.  Spiritual instruction starts in measure by building a paradigm for the individual to accept and implement in his or her life.  Indeed, spiritual growth is a constant reassessment of the operating paradigm upon which we base our lives.  Each new viewpoint then alters our perceptions and responses to all aspects of our lives.  No part of our lives remain unaffected.  Or as many who have found some form of enlightenment have said: ' everything's changed; yet exactly the same as before'.
93/93
pj
Hi Paul,
93
Considering this a bit further; in terms of compassion as it relates to enlightenment, the emerging worldview moving away from the idea of compassion as some sort of altruistic act.  In the everyday world, for example, such acts are now called tax-deductible donations and profitable enterprises have sprung up to solicit these donations.  The condescension of altruism and compassion is slowly becoming the new taboo.  Yet the old world view or paradigm is still strong amongst us and there are many that find yet, virtue in compassion because their personal paradigms are still with that view.
Though some that still hold to the old world view or paradigm are yet capable of recognizing the gradual change that's occurring and can at least be prepared for the newly emergent paradigm as it becomes manifest in our society.  These are those that accept the law of change and have sensitized themselves to the cycles of change.
These then becomes the kings of tomorrow.
93/93
pj
Hi PJ,
93
 
Altruism is surely in it’s death-throes, if it was every really alive to begin with, provided we agree on the definition, ‘an unselfish concern for the welfare of others.’ I would guess that there are but a handful of truly altruistic people. It does seem that compassion is becoming a taboo, or at least something that is kept in the shadow and not talked about. The rich who quietly donate a portion of their millions to various charities, perhaps out of guilt, or the businessman who would rather give a few dollars to the Church collection plate than directly to the hand of a beggar on the street. And of course there are those poor folks who scrape together what they can to donate to the public television station, or to something else they see on TV, because it’s ‘a good cause’. I think compassion is still regarded as a virtue, but it also seems that it’s becoming an ‘obligation’ more than anything. It’s becoming a standard element of one’s financial budget… rent, electricity, cable, charity, food… not out of a genuine concern for others, but for the moral, religious, or economic benefits tied to it. Aside from this form of compassion there is still the sympathizing with someone’s misfortunes. It is still considered rude to be honest. You’d be scolded as an insensitive asshole to tell someone they got fired because they dress like a slob and are always late, instead of, gee, I’m sorry. So yes, compassion cannot be given away too freely lest it erode true empathy and blur the line between really trying to help someone or merely feeling sorry for them. Also the energy it takes to bring someone else’s sorrow into your Khu is wasteful, but nevertheless is a ‘service to Hadit’, per your article. The shifting is occurring, though. Indifference has become most economical. Someone falls while walking down the street, best to just keep on walking rather than lie down on the ground with them, metaphorically speaking. 
 
93/93
Paul David Thomas
Hi PJ,
93
 
It was an error on my part not to change the Subject line of this email, but it worked out well enough combining these two ideas into one discussion. It is amazing to actually observe Compassion in action and how often one allows another’s emotion (sorrow or joy) to penetrate and alter their own emotional state. A loved one fails an exam and immediately you’re suffering as if you had failed. 
 
93/93
Paul David Thomas
Hi Paul
93
This is an interesting point about the inclination to identify with our 'neighbor'.  However I must admit that I don't really feel much anymore when it comes to other people's emotional pain, but when I have a good rapport, or if it involves a close relative I usually experience a certain psychological pain if I see or hear graphic details of injuries.  For example I remember having a feeling of revulsion almost a sense of pain when viewing Xrays of all the pins and bolts put into my fathers' spine after his operation.  I guess I tend to respond more to signs of another persons physical pain.  I have had too many desensitizing experiences and seen too many bad results to really feel for another persons emotional pain.  I usually feel nothing in these situations, though this wasn't always the case in the past.  Instead now there is just a detached awareness when it comes to these sort of things.  It's funny how different individuals respond differently and quite interesting when considering all of the variables that shape the way people expereience and or respond to various forms of stimuli.  
93/93

Ryan

Hi Ryan
93
 
Indifference to emotional states, and in the course of this discussion, other’s emotional states, is a great skill to have and is covered in Little Essays Toward Truth by A.C. I, too, find it easy to remain detached from the emotions of others, but also in regards to impressions of the physical pain of others. It is a useful exercise, for me, to consciously attach my emotional center to another’s emotional state, whether a character in a film or a character I encounter in my daily life, thereby learning the nature of the impressions and training the mind to indifference. Conversely to your position, I have been desensitized to physical impressions of another’s physical pain. It is important- and again this is only true for me in my experience, not necessarily anyone else- to maintain the ability to attach and detach the senses at will to impressions both negative and positive, i.e. pleasurable and painful, as opposed to simply ignoring or denying certain impressions. This exercise, I think, cultivates Indifference, because if one has never really experienced these things, one cannot possibly be indifferent to them. Once trained, both the positive and negative impressions are dealt with automatically and equally.
 
93/93
Paul David Thomas
Hi Paul
93

Yes there are some good points here.  Sometimes for the sake of social situations it becomes necessary to play the fool and act as if I am feeling this 'compassion', since most sleepers will take it personally otherwise.  This becomes necessary in employment situations, such as the office etc. However this is also dangerous since it is through such mimicry that our social environments have conditioned people to these destructive tendencies, yet the difference here would be conscious intent.  I prefer to joke about peoples suffering; this is a good attitude to have towards one's own pain from my experience.  Russians can be famous for this, an extreme example follows from a close friend of min:  A little boy walks down the street with a razor blade in his mouth and is greeted by a girl who asks 'what is that in your mouth?' He says: 'It's my musical instrument'  She asks to play it and he lets her, and as she played it her smile grew wider and wider."  Some may experience a bit of culture shock here; but most Russian jokes that I have heard from both upper and lower classes seem to follow similar themes.  I have developed a bit of a taste for them myself. It is mostly with family members that I have experienced sensitivity and this can be turned off at will, but I notice that the sensation is more apparent in connection to family members.  I had no problem when I accidentally split my friends forehead open while wrestling, (it was his fault anyways, walked right into my elbow) either did he, but that might have been due to his concussion lol.  Of course as doctors tell us it is easier to act more responsibly in the face of blood when we have this attitude.  

But I should warn that it is a mistake to have no sensitivity at all, that is to totally shut oneself off... which in my opinion can lead to a nihilist path since one can learn to shut out all sensation, though this could be handy as a place to visit so to speak, it seems like a bad place to stay.  We all know that sensitivity allows us to perceive in this world.  In a way it provides a magickal link to the environment, I think it is more a question about equilibrium and freedom of the will.  There's an old saying: those who don't feel pain usually don't feel anything else either.  This seems to be the lure of intellectualism, it can in certain situations create a dullness or sensitivity in regards to the body and a loss of emotional awareness. On that note I refer to Liber Al: "Wisdom says: be strong!  Then canst thou bear more joy." (ch. 2  l. 70)  

93/93

Ryan

Hi Ryan, 
93
 
Yes, it is sometimes necessary to assume the persona of the conscientious employee, the concerned citizen, etc. More so, it is necessary to consciously choose when to indulge in the vice of compassion, when it serves our higher purpose (whatever we understand that to mean). This is ultimately a selfish act. 
 
I think it is more than mere mimicry that fuels the social condition. It is the guilt that has acted as a deluge on the true freedom of humankind. That guilt should never be a motivating factor in our choices of thought and action is fundamental in formulating Will. 
 
Joking about another’s or one’s own pain and suffering could be a tool in countering the natural tendency toward those impressions, and thus is useful in establishing equilibrium, but used as a general rule seems potentially misleading. Joy and Pain need equal attention when training the mind, and further I feel that choosing those impressions that cause us the most extreme reaction will offer the opportunity for the best training. With that in mind, it is apparent the correct method of doctors to remain detached from the most vicious carnage they encounter. It is quite easy to laugh when someone breaks their leg jumping from a roof, but spend a day in an Emergency Room in a busy city and Mortality shows itself bloody well. Impressions that cause us the most extreme emotional reactions and repulsions need to be confronted routinely. Perhaps this is just a practice to desensitize as well, but only in those who have completely disconnected their Ego from the emotional center. This, again, is where I think the indulgence in compassion as well as the conscious experience of positive and negative emotions has its important role. 
 
A side note about desensitization: The entertainment media of today is doing quite well in desensitizing youth. Take the Jackass series on MTV for instance. These minor injuries provide us with hilarious entertainment, and kids are mimicking these jackasses to much more severe ends (which I think is great, btw). 
 
Of course you are correct, shutting one’s self off from all emotion is dangerous and leads only to a lonely tower, and simply is an easy way to avoid any Work at all! As Love is the law, we must unite with the universe by our experiences and use the product of that union to further our evolution. 
 
93/93
Paul David Thomas
 
ps- please share more of your Russian jokes!
Hi Paul,
93
This vice of compassion; how then is it a service to HADIT?...myself.  Well, yes, as a tax deduction, et al.  And also in the fact that it is so verily condescending.  In other words, it is my way of exalting me.  And I would have to be in the position of  a king to be able to do this.  So we don't rule compassion out as a self-serving tool, which has its own benefit for the world that we individually, are unconcerned with; its simply a coincidental by-product.
As a vice, and in recognizing such, we don't fall into the fatal error of veiling it with virtuous words (unless defending ourselves in a court of law, of course...lol).  And like the imbibition of alcohol, we should practice this in moderation as any vice can ultimately become self-destructive for the individual.  So there is no doctrine of altruism to connect to this vice; no pretense of virtue for us to delude ourselves with; no self-righteousness to misguide our clarity of mind.
93/93
pj
Hi Paul,
93
I'm not sure that I follow your point in that should a loved one fail at something, I would rather be there to celebrate the failure as I know that failure is simply a step towards success.  And after one fails enough times, success seems to be consistently reached.  It's the losers in life that can't handle failure; they then quit the game of life altogether and go right back into their deeply sound sleep.  The winner, gets up and brushes off the jolt, takes the lessons learned through the failure and begins anew with a greater wisdom by which to approach the effort.  Show me a wise man and I'll show you someone that's failed in many things and many ways.  Show me success and I'll show you a wise man.
So I'm not all that certain that I could tolerate a loved one but temporarily creating a pity-party before I say finally, it's time to get over the jolt and back to that world of contending forces, but with yet a sharper blade.
93/93
pj
Hi Ryan,
93
I rather find it an interesting experience to see the impression on your Khu that came by way of your father; a deeply archetypal symbol in anyone's mind.  After all, he was your first god and from him, your ego was formed.  It seems to me the impression more clearly felt would recognize this and probably use it as some means by which you actually encountered your own mortality.
93/93
pj
----- 

Hi Paul,
93
This is an interesting approach to balance and the elimination of opposites; certainly an interesting parallel to the nature of the work of the Exempt Adeptus of the A.'.A.'.  It reminds me of an experience I had in college with two woman who with the help of a friend or two would create dramatic theater in their home.  Getting into the personality of the characters created as we 'played house', led to what they described as an "alchemy of personality".  And so for your practice, I see a strong approach to the work at integration.
93/93
pj
Hi Ryan,
93
Well said and an important caveat.  It takes a king to be able to truly feel empathy for 'Not-I' and this is the sacrament that brings about union or integration.  We must keep our heads above the heavens and our feet below the hells taking in life in its totality as we give our whole life in its totality.  It was Rimbaud who said: "We give our whole life every day."
93/93
pj
Hi Paul,
93
Well said!  I particularly found poignant, the fact that you like the idea of these kids mimicking the MTV show with more 'serious' behavior.  It gives me the impression of a stronger race emerging through succeeding generations and even that in particular this generation is beginning the fight to overcome the brain-washing that broadcasters are inflicting on them.  The younger ones have not yet fully been lured to sleep as their older counterparts under the trace of television have swam quite a bit downstream in their dreaming worlds.
93/93
pj
Hi PJ,
93
 
Of course, yes. I was not condoning the practice of sharing another’s misery, just observing it. 
 
93/93
Paul David Thomas
Hi PJ,
 
93
 
It is interesting to think of the general statement: I exalt myself by pitying others.
 
Sounds dangerous, but exactly, for it is a vice, which as you say and I’m sure we have all seen, can become self-destructive. 
 
What then of empathy?
 
93/93
Paul David Thomas
Hi PJ,
93
 
This practice is of course, controlled Compassion (or sympathy, pity, or other synonyms). After all, it is a sharing of another’s emotional state, which is the definition generalis of sympathy. But perhaps in this case neither a vice nor a virtue, since it is employed under strictly scientific terms. I guess the risk here is beginning to enjoy the practice too much. Then it becomes a vice, an indulgence and not a scientific experiment or a psychological practice. 
 
93/93
Paul David Thomas
Hi Paul,
93
Empathy is the ability to share in another's point of view, if only hypothetically that one can imagine oneself outside one's own point of view...a spiritual potency.
93/93
pj
93
Well said.  

Here's another: 

So... a philanphropist goes up to a young boy and says, 'oh poor orphan, here have some oranges.' The young boys says: 'I'm not an orphan, parents are right here'.  Philanthropist pulls out a revolver and shoots both of the parents and replies: 'Here poor orphan, have some oranges'.  


93/93

Ryan

Hi Paul,
93
This is interesting as a point of discussion.  We all have personal paradigms from which we operate.  Most people are really very unconscious of them, but feel them in their decision-making and how they evaluate the world around them.  Spiritual instruction starts in measure by building a paradigm for the individual to accept and implement in his or her life.  Indeed, spiritual growth is a constant reassessment of the operating paradigm upon which we base our lives.  Each new viewpoint then alters our perceptions and responses to all aspects of our lives.  No part of our lives remain unaffected.  Or as many who have found some form of enlightenment have said: ' everything's changed; yet exactly the same as before'.
Considering this in terms of compassion as it relates to enlightenment, the emerging worldview moving away from the idea of compassion as some sort of altruistic act.  In the everyday world, for example, such acts are now called tax-deductible donations and profitable enterprises have sprung up to solicit these donations.  The condescension of altruism and compassion is slowly becoming the new taboo.  Yet the old world view or paradigm is still strong amongst us and there are many that find yet, virtue in compassion because their personal paradigms are still with that view.
Though some that still hold to the old world view or paradigm are yet capable of recognizing the gradual change that's occurring and can at least be prepared for the newly emergent paradigm as it becomes manifest in our society.  These are those that accept the law of change and have sensitized themselves to the cycles of change.
These then becomes the kings of tomorrow.
93/93
pj
Hi PJ, 
93
 
To further expand on our discussion of Compassion, here is Crowley’s brief note on the subject. From Magick Without Tears, cap. 46:
 
The word "compassion" is its accepted sense—which is bad etymology—implies that you are a fine fellow, and the other so much dirt; that is, you insult him by pity for his misfortunes.  But "Every man and every woman is a star."; so don't you do it!  You should treat everybody as a King of the same order as yourself.  Of course, nine people out of ten won't stand for it, not for a minute; the mere fact of your treating them decently frightens them; their sense of inferiority is exacerbated and intensified; they insist on grovelling.  That places them.  They force you to treat them as the mongrel curs they are; and so everybody is happy!

The Book of the Law is at pains to indicate the proper attitude of one "King" to another.  When you fight him, "As brothers fight ye!"  Here we have the old chivalrous type of warfare, which the introduction of reason into the business has made at the moment impossible.  Reason and Emotion; these are the two great enemies of the Ethic of Thelema.  They are the traditional obstacles to success in Yoga as well as in Magick.

Now in practice, in everyday life, this unselfishness is always cropping up.  Not only do you insult your brother King by your "noble self-sacrifice," but you are almost bound to interfere with his True Will.  "Charity" always means that the lofty soul who bestows it is really, deep down, trying to enslave the recipient of his beastly bounty!

In practice, I begin afresh, it is almost entirely a matter of the point of view.  That poor chap looks as if a square meal wouldn't hurt him; and you chuck him a half-crown.  You offend his pride, you pauperize him, you make a perfect cad of yourself, and you go off with a glow of having done your good deed for the day.  It's all wrong.  In such a case, you should make it the request for favour.  Say you're "dying for someone to talk to, and would he care to join you in a spot of lunch" at the Ritz, or wherever you feel that he will be the happiest.

When you can do this sort of thing as it should be done, without embarrassment, false shame, with your whole heart in your words—do it simply, to sum up—you will find yourself way up on the road to that royal republic which is the ideal of human society.

93/93
Paul David Thomas
Hi Paul,
93
To further expand on our discussion of Compassion, here is Crowley’s brief note on the subject. From Magick Without Tears, cap. 46:
This provides us the opportunity to look into this controversial issue for Thelemites. 
The word "compassion" is its accepted sense—which is bad etymology—implies that you are a fine fellow, and the other so much dirt; that is, you insult him by pity for his misfortunes.  But "Every man and every woman is a star."; so don't you do it!  You should treat everybody as a King of the same order as yourself.  Of course, nine people out of ten won't stand for it, not for a minute; the mere fact of your treating them decently frightens them; their sense of inferiority is exacerbated and intensified; they insist on grovelling.  That places them.  They force you to treat them as the mongrel curs they are; and so everybody is happy!

This seems more to assume a king is interacting with a slave who somehow has found himself of equal office to the master.  And so Crowley's statement may then be reasonably applied.  But does the master interact with his servants?...or just the head servant?
And why is it that we should be so presumptuous as to assume that another is a king?  Why not be that much more aware of your circumstances by recognizing the nature and getting a clear read on the people we interact with?
The Book of the Law is at pains to indicate the proper attitude of one "King" to another.  When you fight him, "As brothers fight ye!"  Here we have the old chivalrous type of warfare, which the introduction of reason into the business has made at the moment impossible.  Reason and Emotion; these are the two great enemies of the Ethic of Thelema.  They are the traditional obstacles to success in Yoga as well as in Magick.

I can see how both reason and emotion are excitations of the mind, but they also work to ignite passion, which is the worship of NUIT.  And I have to ask, doesn't the chivalrous paradigm bring us back to 'might makes right'?  Is this really what Nietzsche meant by the 'Will to Power'?  I think self-empowerment has brought us to a paradigm shift that Crowley fell short of understanding.  Is it just that I'm using 'reason' to delude my innate quest for power?  I think not; but something much more subtle and archetypal; inherent in the emergent paradigm.  Humanity has always used its wit vs. the brute force of the animals around us; having much greater strength than any man.  Self-empowerment is an evolution of that primal effort.
Now in practice, in everyday life, this unselfishness is always cropping up.  Not only do you insult your brother King by your "noble self-sacrifice," but you are almost bound to interfere with his True Will.  "Charity" always means that the lofty soul who bestows it is really, deep down, trying to enslave the recipient of his beastly bounty!

And are you not also intefering with his will by treating a slave as a king?  The rules are inherently different for these two classes.  This is a world of contending forces and more often than that, one who is doing his will amongst these sleepers is a disturbing force radiating offense against their wills as if a Typhoid Mary.  Paths and orbits sometimes collide and destroy or injure one another and in other collisions combustible passion.  Existentially, this is what is.
In practice, I begin afresh, it is almost entirely a matter of the point of view.  That poor chap looks as if a square meal wouldn't hurt him; and you chuck him a half-crown.  You offend his pride, you pauperize him, you make a perfect cad of yourself, and you go off with a glow of having done your good deed for the day.  It's all wrong.  In such a case, you should make it the request for favour.  Say you're "dying for someone to talk to, and would he care to join you in a spot of lunch" at the Ritz, or wherever you feel that he will be the happiest.

The pretense at attraction for the sake of charity/compassion is simply deceitful behavior; a real vice for this king.  He then gets the hopes up for the destitute subject as the subject deludes himself into thinking he has chanced upon someone who cares about him...only to feel humiliation later and away from the king's lying presence.  This is a betrayal of the personal Logos of the King, who should be in such command of his facuties that he carries through on the word he gives.  And in this case his intimation of friendship upon another is veinal.
When you can do this sort of thing as it should be done, without embarrassment, false shame, with your whole heart in your words—do it simply, to sum up—you will find yourself way up on the road to that royal republic which is the ideal of human society.

I don't see any heart here given, but a fleeting heart at best.  Better if the king offerred the suffering servant a job and a chance to begin to work off his own poverty.  Then the king won't have to soil his fine clothes.
93/93
pj
Hi Paul, PJ, and everyone.  

93

I have been quasi following the discussions as of late, but I am packing for a trip to Israel tomorrow and will be returning on the 15th of June just before my birthday.  So pardon my reticence for the moment, I'm sure I will get a chance to respond to some postings in a couple of days.  

93/93

Ryan

Hi Paul
93

I'm busy but I was hooked by this passage!  I love this book and I have read it probably a hundred times and I could still read it  more.  lol  I think the point to remember here is never to do 'nice deeds' out of pity but because you genuinely want to.  In Liber 418, 12th Aethyr there is a reference to 'false compassion' of the black brothers.  This is it.  However the 12th Aethyr implies that there is a true and noble form of compassion, which I believe is any authentic action, by authentic I mean selfish.  Sometimes I am in a good mood and I give a tip when it is not necessary, there is no pity or compassion here.  There is one Bum near Concordia who is a bit of a comedian and he could really make me laugh.  I feel like it I would chuck him a quarter, but I don't care about him.  There is no sense of duty or obligation behind that act aside from the duty to do my will.  If someone wants money from me and I feel like spending it on myself then 'fuckem'  I don't owe anyone anything, and no one owes me anything.  In fact no one will really care if I die, and that is just fine. lol

Of course what allows a king to be fine about this is the fact that he or 'she', has no un realistic expectations since he or she does not force oneself to perform any artificial niceties.

93/93

Ryan

Hi Ryan,

93

What you said here struck me: "However this is also dangerous since it is through such mimicry that our social environments have conditioned people to these destructive tendencies, yet the difference here would be conscious intent." along with these verses in Liber AL:

27. There is great danger in me; for who doth not understand these runes shall make a great miss. He shall fall down into the pit called Because, and there he shall perish with the dogs of Reason. 

28. Now a curse upon Because and his kin! 

29. May Because be accursed for ever! 

30. If Will stops and cries Why, invoking Because, then Will stops & does nought. 

31. If Power asks why, then is Power weakness. 

32. Also reason is a lie; for there is a factor infinite & unknown; & all their words are skew-wise. 

33. Enough of Because! Be he damned for a dog! 

I am finding that the BECAUSE and WHY arises out of the immediate reactions of past conditoning which are irrational responses to current situations, whereas when it (the BECAUSE, the justification) or the WHY arises from conscious intent it is probably from an acknowledged mistake which is resolved and life goes on.

93 93

Cammy

i'm finishing up reading Brave New World, part of it talks about Pavlovian conditioning where dogs are most suggestible when they're chronically stressed, fatigued, ill or uncertain and on the point of a nervous or mental breakdown...
Dogs too can have long memories and up to a point can be conditoned out of abuse (not totally, but enough to get along). it's just that as humans the original conditioning must be found and"ironed out," then they can condition themselves to better behavior. 

It also talks about soma which is a drug that the people of Brave New World take when they are upset and want to escape for a little while, a psychotropic drug that loosens the barriers between the conscious and unconscious and can be used for constructive re-conditoning or destructive addiction.

93

Cammy

Hi Cammy,
93
Yes, and the 'justification' is also something provided by the 'consoler' and accepted by the 'consoled', which is why Hadit hates these two characters.  These types are living the lie that helps them to remain in their own unconsciousness.  They maintain the status that we all initially find ourselves in...that of sleep-walking.
93/93
pj
Hi Cammy,
93
The 'soma' as it is used in this novel, is that which turns us back into the stream of thoughts that is always running through our heads.  When we get lost in that, we lose touch with the outer world around us and any real cognitive perception is choked off, away from our mental vision.  That stream of thoughts is the hypnotizer that keeps us asleep.
93/93
pj
Hi Cammy and PJ,

93

 

I'll have to read Brave New World, it sounds profound.   I have come to believe that this hypnotizer is Choronon in certain respects.  

 

Does anyone have any thoughts on that?

 

93/93

 

Ryan

It's a wonderful read. The version I got is Brave New World & Brave New World Revisited. George Orwell's 1984 and Animal Farm are inspired by it. The difference is that Huxley's world the slavery is enforced with pleasure, Orwell's (totalitarian worship of the Big Brother projection) with pain. While Orwell's brainwashing is more gruesome and perhaps more akin to what is going on in 3rd-world countries and even certain Western asylums (as Motta wrote in Astral Attack & Defense) , Huxley adds commentary and the read itself has detail as to the psychological and physiological aspects of conditioning and the enforement thereof.

93

Cammy

93

 

Chronzon uses reason and can play both the consoler and the accuser as this demon attempts to engage the aspirant in dialogue. 

 

93/93

 

Ryan

Hi Ryan,
93
I'm not sure that the stream of thoughts itself is that which is represented by Choronzon, which implies that Choronzon is merely a symbol representing the aggregate of these thoughts.  And I'm not sure that Choronzon isn't that force that compels us to focus on these thoughts in the same way that Ra-Hoor-Khuit might be a force that is involved in the formula of the union between Hadit and Nuit.  Though I do prefer the latter.  It seems to me that the thought stream is simply the mental translation of the body's internal processes and activities.
93/93
pj
Hi Ryan,
93
This echoes what I said in my other reply...like the evil Captain Kirk, Choronzon is the evil Ra-Hoor-Khuit...lol.
93/93
pj
93

 

Lol

 

I like this analogy and it is useful.  I see Choronzon as the 'evil' magician.  Do you think there is a connection here with the unfertilized Ama? The accursed 42?

 

93/93

 

Ryan

Hi Ryan,
93
I'm not sure what you mean here.
93/93
pj
93

 

Right.  Also one must remember that Choronzon lacks any true status of being in itself as described in Liber 418, just as Levi's Satan is nothing but our ignorance...

 

So it seems that Choronzon is really a way of relating to this dialogue, a powerful tendency that is a condition of our existence. 

 

93/93

 

Ryan

Hi Ryan,
93
As you know from your work in the A.'.A.'., the Zelator faces Choronzon for the first time; and it seems to me, at least so far, that once he presents himself, he doesn't go away.  And in his toughest measure, he can freeze us into inaction, self-dread and self-doubt as our thought stream may tend  to lead us.  Yet for others, Choronzon may create frenzied activity that ultimately becomes unfocused and insubstantial.  And I wonder that in right measure, Choronzon spurs on the intellect and opens up the creative well  that we may even call the Nightside of the Tree.
93/93
pj
Maybe I'll get my hands on some drugs one day...yeah I think they can help too and promote the process of self-growth, or rather make it easier for the person who has that intent...the observing of the stream of thoughts (or stream-of-consciousness maybe) is what allows us to sort out how conditoning played a role in the reaction and how one can respond better. 

Sometimes it just helps to TALK about what's going on to a therapist, too :) I am of the opinion that families have too much of the "don't talk about your pain" syndrome or "what goes on in the famly, stays in the family" and the members become shut-ups and unrealistic...which is why I'm also against families with their "I love you because you're my mother/father/sibling" and will put up with them because they can't see that there's anything better outside of the circle.
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Cammy

Hi Cammy,
93
Another worm in this can as you mention, is the 'family' or the 'nuclear family' that I abhore.  The family breeds unconsciousness with its false comforts and a presumed familiarity with a character that you once had been.
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Hi PJ
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In a way Ra-hoor-khuit is like a magician in that he is that spontaneous compustion resulting from the infiniately small encountering the infinitely large.  Our internal dialogues play a part in this creation as the motion of the un-moved mover emmanates throught the various souls including yetzirah and the realms of the Ruach.  The Choronzon as the black magician would be the vrtis of the Ruach detached from the Jechidah and thus Qliphotic in that it would be a producer of shells.
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Ryan

Hi Ryan,
93
It might make sense to view Choronzon as "spontaneous compulsion," assuming this is differentiated from what we might call the Agape formula of 'spontaneous combustion.'  The former induces one to serve the evolutionary forces inherent in humanity despite ones will (a will not formulated due to the unconscious state of the "slave") as the latter serves the same by embracing one's will and embracing those other stars in the Universe in the fabric of NUIT.
If by 'wind' in the mind (per 42 & the Dust Devils of Liber 333) and its representation of the Abyss, you're placing the stream of thoughts in that symbolic desert, this would add function to metaphor.  And I do like thinking this way, though I'd be a little wary of  too literal an interpretation of this symbol.  The 'breakdown' of ego is a negative way of expressing a transcended ego...both being two sides of the same mystical coin.  The mind, transcendant of ego perceives the larger Universe; NUIT and only by the nature of Love.
"But to love me is better than all things."
Getting caught in the Abyss means we've become caught up in adoring that which is the adorant; the eternally whining monologue (trance) that is stream-of-thought consciousness.
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