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Continuing my read of Nietszche's The Will to Power, Note 317 jumps out:
One should defend virtue against the preachers of virtue: they are its worst enemies.  For they teach virtue as an ideal for everyone; they take from virtue the charm of rareness, inimitableness, exceptionalness and unaverageness--its aristocratic magic.  
The "preachers of virtue" promulgate its decadence when brought to the herd and contrasted with such, is the aristocracy; composed of people with altogether different qualities.  Both must of course, have their place (again, in light of 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.")

Considering the U.S. as having a special destiny (cf: The Eagle & the Temple), it is insteresting to see the Constitution, originally designed (and since, subverted by the 17th Amendment in particular) to create a balance between the aristocracy and the mob (mass culture; the herd).
One should al take a stand against the obdurate idealists who eagerly knock on all vessels and are satisfied when they ring hollow: what naiveté to demand the great and rare and then to establish, with rage and misanthropy, that they are absent!--It is obvious, e.g., that a marriage is worth as much as those whom it joins together, i.e., that in general it will be something wretched and inept: no priest, no mayor can make anything else of it.
This is the hipocrisy of the oligarchy; those 'second-handers' (cf. Ayn Rand) who are petty power-mongers and misanthropes.  The oligarchy is to be distinguished from the aristocracy, though it presumes itself to be such.  But in today's world, it is but a pretense that is put on when one comes to control a large amount of money.  Money is betokened above virtue for the oligarchs, whereas the aristocrats, who also stand against the herd see virtue quite differently.
Virtue has all the instincts of the average man against it: it is unprofitable, imprudent, it isolate; it is related to passion and not very accessible to reason; it spoils the character, the head, the mind--according to the standards of mediocre men; it rouses to enmity toward order, toward the lies that are concealed in very order, institution, actuality--it is the worst of vices, if one judges it by its harmful effect upon others.
One of the harmful effects is that the man or woman of virtue is castigated from the herd and attacked by the oligarchs.  This person is slandered with tagged descriptions of one being of dangerous and vile intent; when quite the opposite is true.  The masses or the 'slaves' no longer serve with human dignity in a culturally sophisticated society, but serve in agony and artificially held in their place.  The meritocracy is degenerated and replaced with counter-libertarian principles in order to keep the herd in its place and maintain a fascisticly held order.
--I recognize virtue in the (1) it does not desire to be recognized; (2) it does not presuppose virtue everywhere, but precisely something else; (3) it does not suffer from the absence of virtue, but on the contrary regards this as the distancing relationship on the basis of which there is something to honor in virtue; it does not communicate itself; (4) it does not propagandize-- (5) it permits no one to judge it, because it is always virtue of itself; (6) it does precisely al that is generally forbidden: virtue, as I understand it, is the real vetitum (What is forbidden) with all herd legislation; (7) in short, it is virtue in the style of the Renaissance, virtu moraline-free virtue (The coinage of a man who neither \smoked nor drank coffee; cf. the Antichrist, Section 2).
The truth needs no defense and no champion, it stands on its own and of its own merit...it remains for those who have but the eyes and ears to see or hear.
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This idea of virtue needing not justification brings to mind one of my favorite passages from ch. 3 of Liber Al: "Success is thy proof: argue not; convert not; talk not over much! Them that seek to entrap thee, to overthrow thee, them attack without pity or quarter; & destroy them utterly."  This ties in nicely with my research into the social constructions of reality by Peter Berger.  Here he explores how reality or the universe as we know it and experience it is a social construction, which for most people has been objectified and crystalized in the collective psyches in early development.  But research in modern physics, hypnosis, NLP, sociology and psychology, has confirmed the knowledge of magicians and alchemists throughout the ages, that there is an unstable element (dark matter, quantum energy, the unconscious etal) composing the objective universe and this element or ether is intimately connected with the internalized frames and structures of the psyche, which itself is shaped by the social collective of psyches.  Thus the ether as the medium and the integrity of the 'word' is the magicians source of power, and I suspect that many psychologists and physicists are aware of this; but must remain silent lest the guardians of the collective zeitgeist destroy their power.  It is for this reason that the spirits warn most magicians to keep their powers and knowledge secret, since such powers play on the part of the universe that is plastic, neither fully subjective nor objective, and the egregores that are in charge of slavery would direct the the reality frames of the herd consciousness in such a way that these foundations of the magicians powers could be seriously harmed if not vitiated.  The only way a magician can introduce his powers to the masses is through disguise, he or she must disguised them in a language or symbol frame that by passes the critical factor of the current zeitgiest, mirroring the collective myth. This is why Paracelcus and John Dee needed to speak the language of the Catholic church, while todays wonder workers must by pass todays critical factor by mirroring the loopholes created by physics, psychology etc.  Thus the best healer will pretend to be a hypnotist for his patients who believe in modern psychology, an skilled illusionist to sceptics, and a magnetizer for those who are of a more spiritualist or occult bent.  Either way, the healer is a magician, who is manipulating the unconscious language frames of his peers in order to by pass the critical factor and convince their unconscious mind to move the ether as he or she sees fit.  Never underestimate the power of the word, the greater the magicians personal integrity the greater exertion of ontological credibility will his or her words have over the ether and the minds of others.  This is what is implied by the pali term 'upaya' which means skillful means, the ability of magicians, at that time Buddhists to explain their concepts in whatever reality frameworks were meaningful and credible to the person being instructed.  

My conclusion in light of your post is that the virtue or 'te' (i.e Taoism) is one's magickal power one's deepest understanding of the power of the word, and its ability to give form to the primal Chaos.  To defend such truth is to lose it since to defend it is to presuppose that it is not true.  Keep the knowledge hidden, lest a break in the magick circle or a leak in the sophic vessel occur and all real power is lost.  Thus ch. 3 of Liber Al instructs us: "Lurk! Withdraw! Upon them! this is the Law of the Battle of Conquest: thus shall my worship be about my secret house." 

I feel that as magicians today, who want to exert an influence within the 'objective' sphere of 'consesus' reality we need to develop our own personal grimoires around language spheres that convey meanining and credibility within the accepted sphere of what is real, while allowing the magician to secretly bend that reality to a new level.  This is the idea of the hypnotic 'yes' ladder, we begin with a series of premises that are accepted, and gradually work to premises that are at least plausable and the next thing you know the collective herd is able to expereince things that would have been previously considered impossible.  I feel that this is the only way that we can bridge our otherwise wild occult practices with the current social constructions, and this is possibly the only way that one can maintain both a social existence and an occult practice simultaneously.  
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I'm really moved by your insights into the nature of secrecy in the Occult tradition.  It has inspired a certain understanding (Aha!) in me.  When you say: "Thus the ether as the medium and the integrity of the 'word' is the magicians source of power, and I suspect that many psychologists and physicists are aware of this; but must remain silent lest the guardians of the collective zeitgeist destroy their power" I can see a marvelous angle for further consideration of the general idea I presented in my article: Morals & Magickal Integrity.  The quality of the Word or Logos is a lesson learned from such parables as the Qabalistic legend wherein it is said that to learn the correct pronunciation of the Tetragrammaton is to gain the power to destroy the Universe or the myth of the 'Lost Chord'.  The integrity of the Word (and of the Barbarous Words) has everything to do the potency and endurance of the Word's oscillation by its relationship with the Aethyr.  And in saying this, I see this I see how inadequate any intellectual description may be of this; at least this is so in my description.
And when you say: "It is for this reason that the spirits warn most magicians to keep their powers and knowledge secret, since such powers play on the part of the universe that is plastic, neither fully subjective nor objective, and the egregores that are in charge of slavery would direct the the reality frames of the herd consciousness in such a way that these foundations of the magicians powers could be seriously harmed if not vitiated", you really describe the most pragmatic importance of certain things that will never make it into the 'how-to' Magick books and I'm in greater understanding of why the Alchemists did what they did; even why Crowley was so indirect in the many allusions to Alchemy throughout his writings.  But also, here, we have a concise description of the ontological nature of the Mage with the Black Brothers, of course, well described in Liber Trigrammaton.
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