Hello Paul,
___
 

The Class-A comment to appeal to writings is signed by Ankh-f-n-Khonsu; not Crowley.
___
 

 

We have already discussed the relation between Crowley and his archetypal alter ego, e.g. my comments of 5/11/2008: "...it was not Aleister Crowley who engaged in that dialogue with Nuit; it was his counterpart in the mythical realm, the prophet and scribe Ankh-f-n-khonsu (AL I,36)." I agree that this is an important point to take note of. Yet it is clear that Crowley's writings are referred to.
 

___
 

We are not talking about issues of the Law in this dialogue; but speculating on corrolations between Thelema and Hinduism. 
___
 

"The Law" in this comment means the Law of Thelema, which is to say the revelation of Liber AL. In attempting to discern its relation to Hinduism we seem to be encountering some differences of interpretation of the text, which makes the comment relevant. I'm not suggesting that we should back off from discussing these matters, but that as the comment suggests we should continue to address such areas of disagreement by returning to Crowley's body of work independently.
 

___
 

Yes, we can of course agree on the techniques that go into various systems of attainment.  The science of this is confirmed only when Adepts are produced.  Now, we make argument for Crowley and Achad in Thelemick Magick, as being Adepts.  Perhaps even, we can add C.F. Russell; but Thelema hasn't really yet, produced anyone outside of Crowley's immediate sphere of influence during his life. 
___
 

 

How is this determined, in your view? Wouldn't one have to be an adept in order to tell who else had attained that state? 
 

 

___
 

Basically, all the lineages of the A.'.A.'. and the O.T.O. have devolved and/or degraded in one way or another.  And Thelema remains with the challenge to yet fully validate itself scientifically.
___
 

 

So then, have the existing Thelemic organizations abandoned the scientific pursuit of the aims of religion?
 

___
 

 But this really has little to do with the nature of the scientific inquiry that would be connected to your assertion, Atman=Brahman.
___
 

The connection is the idea of "the method of science and the aim of religion" - the suggestion is that the assertion may be investigated scientifically. 
 

 ___
 

But as you'll see from that same column in 777, the intellect is what I've been referring to Atman and it is in this aethyric plane that the Brahman in crystallized into full and complete manifestation.  In order for this to evolve, it needs to survive the body; though it is partially composed of the body.
___
 

 

As the Jivatman, the Atman exists in you, *as* you - as the point of mystery from which your sense of conscious presence arises. The intellect is one way the Atman manifests within us - one aspect of the whole Self - and the intuition is another. Neither of these *are* the Atman in toto, though both are *manifestations of* the Atman. In many humans neither the intellect nor the intuition are consciously developed or awakened, but exist in a state of latency or potential, and consciousness is focused more on the level of the Nephesh or "animal soul"; in others the intellect is more developed and the intuition is more latent, or vice versa. The initiate path involves awakening all of the faculties or "parts of the soul" so that they are fully functional and balanced in perfect harmony.
 

In describing the etheric body or soul that may survive the death of the physical body, yes, I understand that this may be strengthened and built up by magical means. But your use of the word Atman to describe this etheric body is irregular and confusing. Of course you are free to define terms any way you choose, but if you are using a word one way that is commonly understood a different way, your intended meaning will not be clear unless you state your definitions explicitly. And, still, your analysis does not account for the phenomenon of consciousness itself which the word Atman ordinarily refers to. I am left wondering if you mean to imply that consciousness arises as an epiphenomenon of the material body - which is the materialist view and is accepted by most mainstream scientists. If not, and if it has not always existed as I submit, then how and from whence, in your view, does consciousness come into being?
 

___
 

And as I've stated previously, this is all articulated well in the symbology of the Egyptian Book of the Dead.
___
 

 

Can you suggest some references within the text that articulate the theory of the congealing of the soul?
 

___
 

Jivatman for me, is too simplistic and reductionist as again, I do not find a singular lower ego, but much like Gurdjieff, I find a host of lesser egos, originating primarily, from the body and influenced by the Moon.
___
 

 

There is no conflict between these ideas; we're just focusing on different parts of the phenomenon of selfhood. Jivatman is simply consciousness itself as it manifests in the context of a finite entity. Whether that entity is seen as a single unified ego, or a conglomerate of multiple egos, or a sub-ego within a conglomerate, the nature of the experience of conscious presence remains exactly what it is - it manifests within the whole and also within all of its parts.
 

 

___
 

To say that the Jivatman simply needs to discover the Paramatman is really but half the formula.  And first, really, through the use of the abhored (in traditional Yoga instruction) 'siddhis' does the work of bringing to consciousness, the cells of the body, along with each, their innate consciousness to one congelation is an actuality in the operations of Magick.  A discovery, as you put it, of the Jivatman to apprehend the Paratman does not describe a congelation (not even symbolically).  So the Jivatman is not a ready formed being, but in using this terminology, would be the created being called 'asar un nefer', once congealed.  This requires the mastery of self and the creation and physical education of the astral body; then mastering other techniques in Magick.
___
 

 

Who is it then who does the work of congealing? This part of the self that manifests the will is the Jivatman. And what exactly is this process of congealing? How does it differ from gaining conscious awareness of one's "sub-egos" or constituent elements and bringing them into relation and equilibration? You may say that the magical body must be "created"; I may say that it exists already, but in a latent state, and must be "activated". Perhaps we are saying the same thing in different words. Either way, the center of consciousness from which the will arises is Jivatman. In "Do what thou wilt", Atman is "thou". It is when the elements of the psychic body are activated and equilibrated that Jivatman, the microcosm, can become aware of its identity with Paramatman, the macrocosm. It is only then that the Atman knows itself as it is, "its feet (Jivatman) below the hells and its head (Paramatman) above the heavens" - and only then can Atman answer as to whether it is identical with Brahman.
___
 

I disagree with the Hindu concept of Jivatman being automatically formulated and immortal.  This formulation is the completion of the work of incarnation and manifestation and either does or does not occur in the lifetime of the human being.  And only then is the immortality of the evolving personality possible.  And it is only on this plane that all the various elements or Atmans interact.
___
 

 

The question revolves around your understanding of the term "formulation" - where I tend to think in terms of "realization" as the true nature of this process, as the innate consciousness of each element expands and gradually comprehends the unity of which it is a part - rather than a welding or stitching together of disparate elements like the limbs of Frankenstein's monster sparked into consciousness by the lightning bolt of will. Although either theory may work equally well as a basis for practical work - at least, as the saying goes, up to the level of the Exempt Adept.
 

___
 

[dg] We are propelled forward by our karmic momentum and we must reap the fruits of the seeds we have sown by our actions in the world - the vibrational rate that characterizes our previous trajectory determines our future path by a process of attraction to resonant vibrations in prospective parents. 

[pj] This to me is Manichaeanism; karma being reduced to the Western idea of sin and salvation with Moksha being little more than an escape from judgment.
___
 

 

To me it is much more like the law of gravity - there is no moral connotation to the fact that an object will fall downward if dropped from a height; it is a simple observation of the nature of matter and motion. A more specific analogy is Newton's Third Law of Motion - every action causes an equal and opposite reaction. (Yes, I am assuming that you took Science 101 and are familiar with the basic laws of physics; I'm just trying to point out that similar principles apply to the soul as to the physical body.) In my understanding of karma there is no concept of "sin" or moral judgment; the law of karma is simply a  means of measuring collective psychic forces that we interact with and how they react to our actions. If you push in a certain direction, eventually you will experience a push back from that quarter. There is no "god" who judges our actions; they are self-judging. The judgment depicted in the Papyrus of Ani as a weighing of the heart against the feather of MAAT is a scientific measurement of natural forces of an impersonal and objective nature which each individual performs for hirself, similar to the "life review process" that many survivors report experiencing during near-death experiences. There is no "reward" or "punishment" - these are anthropomorphic projections onto natural forces. There is instead an assessment of one's state of equilibrium and an analysis of how out-of-balance aspects of the soul can be counter-balanced by equal and opposite tendencies. The goal of the "middle path" (madhyama patipada) is to "walk upright" without being unbalanced in any way, countering each tendency with its equal and opposite counter-tendency and thereby neutralizing the blow-back that would result from unbalanced actions. Thus, equilibrating all of one's existing imbalances and walking in such a way as to not incur new ones, we become free from the causative currents that would otherwise influence our lives. This is what is meant by Moksha or liberation. There is no thought of "escape", no "reward", no "good" or "evil" - simply the freedom to do one's will without interference by surfing the currents of life rather than being swept away in them. "Thus shall equilibrium become perfect. I will aid my disciples; as fast as they acquire this balanced power and joy so faster will I push them." - and - "A man doing his true will has the inertia of the universe to assist him." If it be your will to return to Earth incarnation, so be it - this is the path of the Bodhisattva. "Should he will absorption in the Infinite, or to be united with his chosen and preferred, or to be in contemplation, or to be at peace, or to achieve the labour and heroism of incarnation on this planet or another or in any star, or aught else, unto him may there be granted the accomplishment of his true will."
<http://www.crystalinks.com/bookofdead.jpg>  <http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Life_review>
 

___
 

The unchanging Paratman that you describe is nothing but an inactive voyeur yet with the opposite tendency from the course that caused it to incarnate in the first place.  Your Paratman is not interested in evolution, but in devolution; as if tracing its steps back to the Tao...as if this Universe is evil and a mistake.
___
 

 

Rather, I would say that Paramatman contains all states of possible evolution within its totality. This again relates to the idea that Paramatman exists in a dimension that transcends and includes time and space as we know them. The entire process of organic evolution on planet Earth, from the first spark of life in the primordial slime to the unknown far-future shape that our eventual descendants might take, may be observed from the perspective of Paramatman as a whole - all the changes that have occurred or will occur at every stage are equally observable; every moment of past or future time is equally simultaneous. This is the perspective of the Tao. Every one of those moments is still fully real and absolutely authentic. The same is true about every individual life; from one's first breath to one's last, every moment of consciousness is simultaneously *now* from the perspective of Paramatman. 
 

___
 

Hinduism has its own infection of superstition like most all the other world religions...it's not the be-all and end-all of truth.
___
 

Of course. 
 

___
 

We do not share the same idea about karma (as described above).  Working without lust of result is to pursue a path a vigor and not be concerned with the ends.  I like to use the act of sex as an analogy.  If all one is after during sex, is the orgasm, then the sex itself will be unfulfillling (the ego-losers position on manifested human existence).  But if one acts without concern for this 'result', the sex itself, becomes enjoyable; the orgasm being almost a let-down (sotospeak).  
___
 

 

Your analogy is interesting and sheds some light on the idea of "pure will, unassuaged of purpose, delivered from the lust of result". 
 

___
 

I eschew the idea that we are Paratman entrapped in matter.  
___
 

 

Our disagreement here may be on the implications of the idea of being "trapped" - one of many possible metaphorical representations of the relationship of spirit and matter. Our physical bodies are "trapped" on the surface of Earth by gravity - not by the whim of any deity, but by the nature of the matter of which both our bodies and the Earth are composed. Similarly, our normal level of consciousness is confined to a certain realm or domain of experience by the nature of the etheric substance of which our souls are composed. Physically, it is possible for us to fly through the air, and even to leave Earth's gravity well and travel in space - but only if we can apply a sufficient amount of force to counteract the effects of gravity that pull us toward the ground. An analogous freedom of the soul is also possible, but similarly, sufficient force must be applied to counteract the psychic forces that restrict it. 
 

___
 

The implication here is that something went wrong...a "fundamental rift"...I say that all is as it should be...nothing has gone wrong, no evil has been perpetuated by a demiurge seeking to entrap us and enslave us.
___
 

 

The idea of the "wrong of the beginning" will be addressed in my alternative comments to "The Dangers of Mysticism" - coming to your mailbox soon.
 

___
 

But I have never been separated from the Logos and have no need of having my relationship with it to be healed or mended. 
___
 

 

I'm glad to hear it. However such a claim must be demonstrated since we are not interested in taking anything on faith. 
 

 

 

 

___
 

The misconception of one's separation from the universal being is but a product of anthropomorphosism, which brings on the hideous assertion "Thy will be done."  It is an error of ignorance.
___
 

 

Aside from your inappropriate epithet "hideous", I would have to agree with you here - although anthropomorphism is only one aspect of the ignorance (avidya) that causes the illusion or false belief (maya) of our separation from the universal being. 
 

___
 

Taking the "thou" of 'Do what thou wilt' and considering it as Paratman would be in error as well.  By definition, the Paratman cannot act and cannot will. 
___
 

 

I believe, in contrast to your view expressed here, that Atman is simply the term used to refer to consciousness itself, and that will is an aspect of consciousness. Will or intention is the active aspect of consciousness. Paramatman is consciousness considered as a cosmic whole (i.e. including everything that is conscious); Jivatman is consciousness considered in relation to any discrete particular conscious being within that whole. Yet, however it is considered, consciousness is consciousness, and will is an integral element of it. When it is the will of consciousness to act, it acts through the part of itself we call Jivatman.
 

___
 

You describe an empirical approach to validate the insights that Samadhi brings, but the mechanistic structure of the Universe would still remain a speculation.  All that Scientific Illuminism could hope to produce is the enlightened consciousness as derived by a specificially delineated methodology.
___
 

 

The point is that this enlightened consciousness will be able to perceive and know the truth that our rational faculties can only speculate about. When more investigators attain a similar state of enlightenment, their perceptions may be compared. The golden thread is revealed in their areas of agreement.
 

___
 

Everything in the world is but the generation of desire or repulsion (two-sides of the same coin); the Buddha would have us forsake all of this in order to escape the sorrow that desire (and repulsion) generates.
___
 

 

The forces of attraction and repulsion are twin aspects of desire, and if this is what you are saying, this is indeed an important point - but your comment on the Buddha is less clear. Let me remind you that I join you in repudiating the superstitious doctrines of the exoteric Buddhist cults as well as their Hindu, Christian, Muslim, Jewish, etc. counterparts. AL III,49-54 is unambiguous and explicit. This is not in dispute, and in criticizing exoteric doctrines you are wasting our time and failing to address the point I have been trying to make - namely, that there is an esoteric tradition hidden within each of Earth's spiritual cultures, and there is a basic agreement among these though the language of symbols used to transmit it differs. A syncretic/eclectic study of these esoteric traditions clearly reveals the golden thread of agreement that runs through them all. Central to this agreement are systematic methods of altering consciousness in such manner that true transcendental knowledge (gnosis) may be obtained. Esoteric Buddhist teachings contain such a system. Its goal is not escaping from the world; it is expansion of consciousness in order to more accurately apprehend reality and "escape" from the limitations imposed by false beliefs.
 

___
 

The Bodhissatva is the most condescending of beings; declaring oneself 'liberated' and then remaining in the world of sorrow for the sake of the unenlightened; as if they weren't gods making their own decisions.  Yuck!
___
 

 

No... the Bodhisattva is the initiate who has given every drop of hir blood to the cup of Babalon. 
 

It makes no difference what you declare yourself to be; the light is in fact the light, and being enlightened is entering into or exposing oneself to that light. The Bodhisattva ( = enlightened being) is one who, discovering the light, chooses to become one with it, forsaking all else - which is to say, giving up the false beliefs which are exposed by that light. The "liberation" is from false beliefs - not from existence in the world. Surely I have now said this often enough to make this point clear.
 

 

___
 

<http://www.abrahadabra.com> I've only briefly looked at the site and will have to go through it more thoroughly.  Who are these people?
___
 

 

I don't know who they are, but I found their work interesting, particularly the "grid proofs" <http://www.abrahadabra.com/gridproofs001.htm>.
 

___
 

Because my opinion differs from yours, I am being "influenced by some very dark and confused forces"...
___
 

 

My reference to "dark and confused forces" was specifically about propagandists who use "political correctness" complaints to further their fascistic agendas, and my inference that you have been influenced by them was based on the context of your usage of the term "PC" which appears to echo their talking points. By "dark" I refer to a state of consciousness that appears to be lacking in the light of understanding - parochial or provincial views lacking in relativity - a limited or constricted level of consciousness. Of course I have no actual knowledge of who you have been influenced by aside from what you have shared in these letters and your posted writings that I have perused; if my inference was incorrect I will be glad to know this and I will be happy to offer my apologies.
 

 

___
 

The collectivists (those of the left, politically) have always been for the repression of individuality with an all out effort to create a government with a consoler nature.
___
 

 

The "left/right" dichotomy is an endless maze. There are individualists of the left and collectivists of the right. Movements of the left tend to develop right-wing tendencies when they ascend to positions of power, which makes clear discernment of the issues difficult. But in general terms, the political philosophy of the left tends to value the interests of the individual over those of the state, liberty over authority, and voluntary cooperation over mandatory obedience. A distinction must be made between the idea of voluntary community and the idea of enforced collectivity. The idea of mandatory government is basically a right-wing ideal - the will of the collectivity (the state) is enforced on all individuals within its reach by force, i.e. by violence and the threat of violence, or by coercive use of monopolization of access to the necessities of life. The idea of voluntary sharing of labor and resources for the mutual benefit of communities of free individuals is the essential left-wing ideal.
 

___
 

[dg] ["Political Correctness"] is simply a movement to increase awareness of and respect for the individual autonomy and dignity of all individuals regardless of their social position. 
[pj] No, it tries to pretend that we are all equal in an egalitarian hallucination that pretends their is no natural hierarchy in humanity.  It fails to distinguish between the idea that we are all equal before the law and the idea that we are all equal.  Well, we are not equal at all; some of us are more intelligent, others more beautiful, et al.
___
 

 

Obviously we are not all equal, as we are all unique individuals. The essential point is that we all have equal rights. This concept of "rights" is often misunderstood, but its root meaning is simple and clear: "rights" are attributes that have been recognized in "common law" - i.e. by general consensus over untold numbers of generations - as "right", which is to say correct, proper, "the way it's supposed to be". The idea that all members of society have certain inherent and inalienable rights is the basis of Classical Liberalism, the origin of the "left" orientation of political philosophy as well as of libertarian conservatism. The alternative right-wing view is: Might makes right.
 

___
 

The fascistic forces working in the corporate/capitalist hegemony is another problem.  I say, both sides of this coin deliver the same problem.  In short, the Republicans have come to represent overtly fascistic forces and the Democrats are Socialists (Collectivists) that once set to power, will create their own fascistic constituencies.  In today's electoral process, all we are voting for is which group of corporations will be allowed to undermine our liberty.  
___
 

 

I agree with you up to a point - the sole disagreement I have with this statement is that I do not see any genuine element of socialism in the US Democratic party. Both US parties represent the corporate monopoly capitalist system; Republicans pay lip service to the ideals of the "free market" while Democrats pay lip service to the ideals of the mixed public/private social welfare system. Republicans generally do not go so far as to advocate a laissez-faire economy, even in their propaganda; and Democrats do not go so far as to advocate true socialism. Both parties represent the same corporate interests whose primary aim is to acquire monopolistic control over the Earth, its resources and its inhabitants. The Democrats are "smiley-face" monopolists and the Republicans are their "frowny-face" equivalents. 
 

___
 

Politically Philosophy 101: Utopia is an impossibility. 
___
 

 

Indeed... this is the reality of the old aeon. My assertion is that in the ascending aeon, Utopia will be not only possible, but absolutely necessary. (See "Utopia or Oblivion" by R. Buckminster Fuller for elaboration on this point.) The aeonic transition marks an evolutionary turning point for our species. If we continue down the path of coercive collectivism as opposed to voluntary community, we are very likely to destroy ourselves as the most brutal, hostile and aggressive aspects of human nature rise into prominence, wielding ultimately destructive weaponry. The cusp of the aeons represents a coming-of-age ordeal for the human species during which we will be challenged to attain a degree of maturity that has been lacking during our long childhood. 
 

___
 

The Social Contract is the first practical application of the Platonic idea that civilization releases us from our bondage to nature. 
___
 

 

The glaring fallacy of the Social Contract theory is this: A contract is only valid and legitimate if it has the voluntary agreement of all signatories. A contract signed under duress is not valid nor legally binding. A free individual may choose to enter into a contractual arrangement, or to refrain. If you are forced to sign at the point of a gun, it is no longer a contractual relationship. The supposed "social contract" is in reality merely a propaganda tool used to disguise raw tyranny - a sophistic replacement for the doctrine of the divine right of kings which began to lose favor as the ecclesiastical and secular powers began to diverge in the 16th century.
 

___
 

The very nature of this world is one of contending forces...there will never be a utopia.  At best, as Plato well describes, their may be times when a Philosopher King may come to rule; and that is the best of possibilities for the state.  But as soon as he or she dies, that 'utopia' (for want of a better phrase) will disappear.
___
 

 

Indeed, this was the reality of the aeon of Osiris. Yet contending forces are not the whole picture of human nature - we are also a social, tribal and familial species that values voluntary cooperation, hospitality, generosity, affection, and respect for diversity. We are capable of attitudes of contention and attitudes of cooperation. A healthy society would have a balance of both. See "Mutual Aid: A Factor of Evolution" by Peter Kropotkin.   <http://dwardmac.pitzer.edu/Anarchist_archives/kropotkin/mutaidcontents.html>
 

___
 

I. Every person born on Earth is an equal co-heir of the commonwealth of Earth.

This is a Marxist assertion.
___
 

 

No, both Marx and Thomas Jefferson drew this idea from the political philosophy of John Locke (1632-1704) as expressed in his "Two Treatises of Government". The first treatise is a refutation of the divine right of kings as a basis for legitimate civil authority, and the second treatise seeks the origins of civil government and private property from their roots in the "state of nature". An essential element of Locke's reasoning is that the basis of private property is one's ownership of one's own body, and by extension, the labor of one's hands which gives value to objects obtained from nature. Nature itself was "the commons", belonging equally to all until an individual made elements of it private property by personal labor. Locke's ideas form the common basis of both capitalism and socialism. Jefferson, of course, elaborated the idea in the Declaration of Independence: "We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all men are created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable Rights; that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness." Note that the first right enumerated is the right to life, which must include the right to acquire the necessities of life. The existence of "the commons" was taken for granted in the era of low human population density and vast natural resources, and it was "common knowledge" that every person had a natural right to draw sustenance therefrom by hir own labor. As population density increased, more and more natural resources were held as private property and the common stock of fields and forests declined, and increasing numbers of people were unable to provide the necessities of life from nature - thus they were forced to exchange their labor (i.e. sell themselves into slavery) for the necessities of life from those who held a monopoly on them. Socialism developed as a means of representing the legitimate natural rights of those deprived of access to the necessities of life by private monopolization of resources.
<http://www.constitution.org/jl/2ndtreat.htm>  <http://www.luminist.org/archives/Declaration_of_Independence.htm> 
 

___
 

II. No collective policy is legitimate unless it has the full consent and agreement of every person affected by it. 

An impossibility...there never will come a time when everybody will agree on anything.
___
 

 

Then there should be no collective policy enforced on everyone. The critical point is this: Under what circumstances would you say it is legitimate for others to force you to do something against your will? 
 

___
 

III. Voluntary cooperation for mutual benefit is the most efficient and satisfactory basis for all economic and social relations.

Our Founding Fathers tried this idea immediately after the American Revolution, with their Articles of Confederation. 
___
 

 

I don't see the connection - can you elaborate on what it is about the Articles of Confederation that suggests this? In the colonial and revolutionary American periods voluntary cooperation was common in the form of "quilting bees" and community barn raisings. Volunteer fire departments are another example. Communes and cooperatives have always been a part of the economic mix of American society - see, e.g. "The Communistic Societies of the United States" by Charles Nordhoff <http://www.sacred-texts.com/utopia/csus/index.htm> and "A History of American Socialisms" by John Humphrey Noyes <http://www.questia.com/PM.qst?a=o&d=147181>.
 

 

 

I will return to the topic of Eugenics in a subsequent transmission.
 

Fiat Lux
Dale
www.Luminist.org
 

Hi Dale,
93
 

The Class-A comment to appeal to writings is signed by Ankh-f-n-Khonsu; not Crowley.
We have already discussed the relation between Crowley and his archetypal alter ego, e.g. my comments of 5/11/2008: "...it was not Aleister Crowley who engaged in that dialogue with Nuit; it was his counterpart in the mythical realm, the prophet and scribe Ankh-f-n-khonsu (AL I,36)." I agree that this is an important point to take note of. Yet it is clear that Crowley's writings are referred to.
I disagree; it is clear that Ankh-f-n-Khonsu's writings are referred to, whom if we take as the "alter-ego" of Crowley, would be the one that wrote the Class A, AB and B material; and not every last document of Crowley's.  For that matter, this would rule out Crowley's commentaries to these books as well.
___
 

 

We are not talking about issues of the Law in this dialogue; but speculating on corrolations between Thelema and Hinduism. 
"The Law" in this comment means the Law of Thelema, which is to say the revelation of Liber AL. In attempting to discern its relation to Hinduism we seem to be encountering some differences of interpretation of the text, which makes the comment relevant. I'm not suggesting that we should back off from discussing these matters, but that as the comment suggests we should continue to address such areas of disagreement by returning to Crowley's body of work independently.
I give a lot more credit to Ankh-f-n-Khonsu than I give to Crowley...the imp wasn't nearly as enlightened, which in itself has brought me certain doubts even of some parts of his attainment.
___
 

 

Yes, we can of course agree on the techniques that go into various systems of attainment.  The science of this is confirmed only when Adepts are produced.  Now, we make argument for Crowley and Achad in Thelemick Magick, as being Adepts.  Perhaps even, we can add C.F. Russell; but Thelema hasn't really yet, produced anyone outside of Crowley's immediate sphere of influence during his life. 
How is this determined, in your view? Wouldn't one have to be an adept in order to tell who else had attained that state? 
Certainly in interpersonal contact, really, only an Adept can recognize another.  But per the A.'.A.'. there are at least certain works that must be performed for 'official' recognition.  For example, we do know this, that once one attains Tiphareth, one will ultimately pefect the Adepthood; moving one's consciousness to Geburah.  This Grade requires the publication of a writing that clearly describes the methods and other specifics used in one's attainment.  For Crowley, this was the writing of MITP.  And so far, of Thelema's contemporary and preeminant authors, what we have is a mountain of rehashed beginners books.  Without the work, the A.'.A.'. cannot recognize the attainment; whether that attainment be actual or not.
___
 

 

Basically, all the lineages of the A.'.A.'. and the O.T.O. have devolved and/or degraded in one way or another.  And Thelema remains with the challenge to yet fully validate itself scientifically.
So then, have the existing Thelemic organizations abandoned the scientific pursuit of the aims of religion?
With the exception of the lineage that I and others are attempting to forge, there is no group involved in any 'New Gnosis', just those following Crowley in one way or another.  Often enough that means simply following the bastardized reputation given to him by the Yellow Press (they become drug addicts and whores, often enough even, simply being criminals already and choosing to sanctify their immaturity).  Then there are those lineages that say they're following his instructions to the letter; but I see the important works, such as what I've described above, being ignored and for that matter, the Caliphate is today, even attempting to distance itself from Crowley as it has finally come to accept that Crowley's standards are too difficult for them to meet.  They're more interested in republishing the same book (Star, DuQuqette, Wasserman, et al) over and over again; each time yet, another Thelemic primer.  Outside of what you'll find on my websites, there's nothing being published but catalogs of Crowley's prolific tomes; another exception there would be several Maatian-related websites and those connected with the New Aeon Qabalah.  And in both cases, these are systems actually working away from Thelema; in some cases building a Hindu version and in others, a more Artist-Hippie-Wiccan approach that is more about selling paintings that represent idealized 'interpretations' of Thelema than are the product of any real work. 
___
 

 

But as you'll see from that same column in 777, the intellect is what I've been referring to Atman and it is in this aethyric plane that the Brahman in crystallized into full and complete manifestation.  In order for this to evolve, it needs to survive the body; though it is partially composed of the body.
As the Jivatman, the Atman exists in you, *as* you - as the point of mystery from which your sense of conscious presence arises. The intellect is one way the Atman manifests within us - one aspect of the whole Self - and the intuition is another. Neither of these *are* the Atman in toto, though both are *manifestations of* the Atman. In many humans neither the intellect nor the intuition are consciously developed or awakened, but exist in a state of latency or potential, and consciousness is focused more on the level of the Nephesh or "animal soul"; in others the intellect is more developed and the intuition is more latent, or vice versa. The initiate path involves awakening all of the faculties or "parts of the soul" so that they are fully functional and balanced in perfect harmony.
That's wonderfully poetic, with no basis in fact; except that the more popularized versions of Hinduism in this country also echo the same idea.  And like most in this country with superstitious (sophist) minds, the logic is in reverse.  The first point is considered the truth with the subsequent arguments to prove it, actually themselves dependent on the  support of the original statement for validation; what in philosophy is called the creation of a tautology.
In describing the etheric body or soul that may survive the death of the physical body, yes, I understand that this may be strengthened and built up by magical means. But your use of the word Atman to describe this etheric body is irregular and confusing. Of course you are free to define terms any way you choose, but if you are using a word one way that is commonly understood a different way, your intended meaning will not be clear unless you state your definitions explicitly. 
No, I am not free to re-define terms; and I have erred a bit in my usage of these terms.  Certainly, I am no student of Hinduism in any broad degree.  And through this conversation, I am coming from a Thelemic perspective as well as the perspective of my own personal experience.  Thelema, I believe, I've studied with some depth; both its philosophical and empirical aspects.
And, still, your analysis does not account for the phenomenon of consciousness itself which the word Atman ordinarily refers to. I am left wondering if you mean to imply that consciousness arises as an epiphenomenon of the material body - which is the materialist view and is accepted by most mainstream scientists. If not, and if it has not always existed as I submit, then how and from whence, in your view, does consciousness come into being?
It seems that consciousness has no beginning and no end.  However, the human body is composed of billions of beings (the mitochondria), each with their own Atman (as defined in your lexicon) and the "lower ego" (as coined in the West) is really a complex of all these semi-conscious beings.  That which is said to be Jivatman would then even be assigned one to each cell in our body.  The congealing process it seems to me, in my theoretical speculations, would be to bring these cells to full consciousness and then fully bring them to one unified purpose.
We know the body intrinsically works with many flaws in its healing and vitalizing processes; and that even the brain is a disordered and chaotic mess.  This is one reason why Crowley stresses the ordering of the mind and the development of intellectual clarity.  And unfortunately for the 'Intellgent Design' crowd, the body's imperfections reveal how impotent their intellects really are.  Sat Prem is especially clear in his book Life of the Cells, to demonstrate Mother and Sri Aurobindo's theory on how the cells of the body can often become destructive to the body in many cases where they incorrectly attack a physical ailment.  Ofen enough, we've created medicines that more prevent them from their automatic responses that the body might heal before they kill it off altogether.  And they assert that full consciousness of the cells would prevent this.
___
 

 

And as I've stated previously, this is all articulated well in the symbology of the Egyptian Book of the Dead.
Can you suggest some references within the text that articulate the theory of the congealing of the soul?
It's in the basic design; preserve the body from deterioration that the subtle body would have all the time it needs to congeal.  Then we can study the symbolism of what goes on immediately after death in Maat's chamber to look for methodology.  The buying of time means the body won't disintegrate, and the astral body that is a direct reflection of that also won't then deteriorate with its elements dispersing.  Rather, it seems a certain moral stamina as reflected in its symbolism is still in need of better interpretation before we will yet solve the riddle the myth of the weighing of the heart et al, holds for us.
___
 

 

To say that the Jivatman simply needs to discover the Paramatman is really but half the formula.  And first, really, through the use of the abhored (in traditional Yoga instruction) 'siddhis' does the work of bringing to consciousness, the cells of the body, along with each, their innate consciousness to one congelation is an actuality in the operations of Magick.  A discovery, as you put it, of the Jivatman to apprehend the Paratman does not describe a congelation (not even symbolically).  So the Jivatman is not a ready formed being, but in using this terminology, would be the created being called 'asar un nefer', once congealed.  This requires the mastery of self and the creation and physical education of the astral body; then mastering other techniques in Magick.
Who is it then who does the work of congealing? 
You, me...whoever is interested in their own evolution.
This part of the self that manifests the will is the Jivatman. 
In a certain sense...this list has in the past, discussed the idea of "pure will" as delineated in AL.  Pure Will is the spontaneous attractions and interactions that are a part of our life's course, and which serve as sacraments in the practice of holiness.  Per the idea of (for want of a better phrase) personal destiny and/or Dharma (also as truth), this unfolds throughout a lifetime in the decisions we make as we walk through life.  This 'true will' as often discussed by Crowley and contemporary Thelemites (in general), is composed of the general inertia that accumulates through the implementation of those decisions.  The decisions are as much emotional as intellectual, which means they emerge ffrom the body with the many Atmans (one for each cell) that compose that body.
And what exactly is this process of congealing? 
It is the bringing of these cells to full conscoiusness according to their own nature, that they might better comprehend the role they play in the maitenance of the body and more accurately feed the mind from the impressions they generate to the mind, which comes from the phenomenal awareness of what they are encountering and the impressions being made upon them.  Remember, our emotions are the mental analysis of what the body is experiencing and our intellect is in one part, the analysis of our emotional state.  How often do our emotions contradict our intellect?  How often do the cells of our body in their attempt to heal the body, actually bring harm to the body (requiring us to use medicines to stop this and find an alternate path to healing)?
How does it differ from gaining conscious awareness of one's "sub-egos" or constituent elements and bringing them into relation and equilibration? 
It doesn't; I see this as one important aspect of the work.
You may say that the magical body must be "created"; I may say that it exists already, but in a latent state, and must be "activated". 
Sorry to hear that.  :-)
Perhaps we are saying the same thing in different words. Either way, the center of consciousness from which the will arises is Jivatman. In "Do what thou wilt", Atman is "thou". It is when the elements of the psychic body are activated and equilibrated that Jivatman, the microcosm, can become aware of its identity with Paramatman, the macrocosm. 
It is only then that the Atman knows itself as it is, "its feet (Jivatman) below the hells and its head (Paramatman) above the heavens" - and only then can Atman answer as to whether it is identical with Brahman.
This is why we can not prove your assertion scientifically...it can only be proven experientially; each for oneself.
___
 

 

I disagree with the Hindu concept of Jivatman being automatically formulated and immortal.  This formulation is the completion of the work of incarnation and manifestation and either does or does not occur in the lifetime of the human being.  And only then is the immortality of the evolving personality possible.  And it is only on this plane that all the various elements or Atmans interact.
The question revolves around your understanding of the term "formulation" - where I tend to think in terms of "realization" as the true nature of this process, as the innate consciousness of each element expands and gradually comprehends the unity of which it is a part - rather than a welding or stitching together of disparate elements like the limbs of Frankenstein's monster sparked into consciousness by the lightning bolt of will. Although either theory may work equally well as a basis for practical work - at least, as the saying goes, up to the level of the Exempt Adept.
I will try to assert a certain equivalence between the terminology that you're using and that of myself.  A "realization" is produced once the soul is 'formulated.'  Our evolution is in the congealing of the conscious awareness of all the Atmans that make up the body; it is this that must survive death for evolution to become possible.  Otherwise, life is the purposeless and constant reincarnation until one can figure out how to free oneself from the cycle; as the Buddhists teach.  Magick is not about freeing oneself from the cycle; it is about using the cycle to create yet a more evolved individual and through this a more complicated and evolved race.  It is the Dharma of the movement in direction of our race.
___
 

 

The unchanging Paratman that you describe is nothing but an inactive voyeur yet with the opposite tendency from the course that caused it to incarnate in the first place.  Your Paratman is not interested in evolution, but in devolution; as if tracing its steps back to the Tao...as if this Universe is evil and a mistake.
Rather, I would say that Paramatman contains all states of possible evolution within its totality. This again relates to the idea that Paramatman exists in a dimension that transcends and includes time and space as we know them. The entire process of organic evolution on planet Earth, from the first spark of life in the primordial slime to the unknown far-future shape that our eventual descendants might take, may be observed from the perspective of Paramatman as a whole - all the changes that have occurred or will occur at every stage are equally observable; every moment of past or future time is equally simultaneous. This is the perspective of the Tao. Every one of those moments is still fully real and absolutely authentic. The same is true about every individual life; from one's first breath to one's last, every moment of consciousness is simultaneously *now* from the perspective of Paramatman. 
I would more than concur with this; a wonderfully erudite description.  Now, take the idea that something emanated from the ALL and was equilibrated, et al, and instead of seeing it in the linear manner that the myths tell it, and see it in that same 'simultaneous now' and realize that this presents infinite journies for the Mage that would evolve to uncountable worlds.  The one journey that says, 'I'm tired' or 'I need a rest' is the one that takes you back to NOT or the Infinite Tao; that's the journey of the ego-loser.  It's our identities; our egos and desires that propel us forward and onwards.  This is not the path of the many and we have no concern them.  It is simply our path.
But we need to be wary of them and careful to guard what's ours.  These ego-losers have built a philosophical and ethical system that has inverted many great truths and become even more greatly perverted by its clerics and priests.  The inversion is that the ethics of these exoteric systems have become the source and foundation of their mystical undersides.  This is not as it originally was...the exoteric systems originally grew out of the esoteric systems and were a more mundane reflection of them.  Nowadays, their virtues are as much lies as truth and its becoming even more difficult for humanity to discern much for itself.  And the individual of genius is a dangerous pariah; the one who would reach to become fully human is cut down like a weed in a well-kept garden.
___
 

 

I eschew the idea that we are Paratman entrapped in matter.  
Our disagreement here may be on the implications of the idea of being "trapped" - one of many possible metaphorical representations of the relationship of spirit and matter. Our physical bodies are "trapped" on the surface of Earth by gravity - not by the whim of any deity, but by the nature of the matter of which both our bodies and the Earth are composed. Similarly, our normal level of consciousness is confined to a certain realm or domain of experience by the nature of the etheric substance of which our souls are composed. Physically, it is possible for us to fly through the air, and even to leave Earth's gravity well and travel in space - but only if we can apply a sufficient amount of force to counteract the effects of gravity that pull us toward the ground. An analogous freedom of the soul is also possible, but similarly, sufficient force must be applied to counteract the psychic forces that restrict it. 
This is a core difference between the ego-loser system and the way of the Mage.  For the Mage, gravity is the discipline that enables us to 'great works'; it's the guiding principle that is at the heart of the law of attraction and the formula of love under will.  For the ego-loser, the journey is forsaken and but only the return to the infinite, by way of the loss of one's ego is supposedly desireable.  But the ego cannot seek to destroy itself unless perhaps, it hates itself (the pun on loser when I say ego loser).  This self-immolation has always been a part of this path; it is the way of those in the Spiritual Cycle as the material Universe is eschewed by them.
Those of the Integrated Cycle see that the ego must learn its place and even must get a shall we say, certain comprehension outside itself (crossing the Abyss).  But that its agency is also a part of the divinity of our race.  The pursuit of such things as the arts and sciences become the pinnacle of the expression of NOT; as above, so below.
___
 

But I have never been separated from the Logos and have no need of having my relationship with it to be healed or mended. 
I'm glad to hear it. However such a claim must be demonstrated since we are not interested in taking anything on faith. 
This is the very demand of the A.'.A.'. system.  And there are marvelous tasks and other markers that make it both an art and an empirical science.  But the proof can only be offerred by oneself, for oneself.  And it is reasonable to place a skeptical trust in those who have succeeded and passed on to us their methodologies and insights.  Faith is being open to that which you hope to receive; the work of the Cup and the acceptance of the presence of holiness in your being.
___
 

 

Taking the "thou" of 'Do what thou wilt' and considering it as Paratman would be in error as well.  By definition, the Paratman cannot act and cannot will. 
I believe, in contrast to your view expressed here, that Atman is simply the term used to refer to consciousness itself, and that will is an aspect of consciousness. Will or intention is the active aspect of consciousness. Paramatman is consciousness considered as a cosmic whole (i.e. including everything that is conscious); Jivatman is consciousness considered in relation to any discrete particular conscious being within that whole. Yet, however it is considered, consciousness is consciousness, and will is an integral element of it. When it is the will of consciousness to act, it acts through the part of itself we call Jivatman.
Then the NOT is not at all identical with the ALL or the Infinite and is beyond as I originally asserted.  These lower egos are appendages, not to be mutilated as the ego-loser would.  In the destruction of the appendages the whole of the ego including the higher egos are destroyed and one truly does return to the NOT.  It is shall we say; the holy family of egos that evolves and journies through wonder...the way of the Mage.  You don't kill off the lower ego, you refine its rapture and put it in its proper place.  You don't lead a quiet life of denial per your cherished 8 limbs of Yoga; you may need to do this for a period of meditation; but then you reach out to life again.
AL II.70:  "There is help & hope in other spells.  Wisdom says: be strong!  Then canst thou bear more joy.  Be not animal; refine thy rapture!  If thou drink, drink by the eight and ninety rules of art: if thou love, exceed by delicacy; and if thou do aught joyous, let there be subtlety therein!"

Refining one's rapture is the congealing of the cells, which compose the animal nature and is one-half our humanity!  The A.'.A.'. seeks to make one fully human; not disembodied.
___
 

 

Everything in the world is but the generation of desire or repulsion (two-sides of the same coin); the Buddha would have us forsake all of this in order to escape the sorrow that desire (and repulsion) generates.
The forces of attraction and repulsion are twin aspects of desire, and if this is what you are saying, this is indeed an important point - but your comment on the Buddha is less clear. Let me remind you that I join you in repudiating the superstitious doctrines of the exoteric Buddhist cults as well as their Hindu, Christian, Muslim, Jewish, etc. counterparts. AL III,49-54 is unambiguous and explicit. This is not in dispute, and in criticizing exoteric doctrines you are wasting our time and failing to address the point I have been trying to make - namely, that there is an esoteric tradition hidden within each of Earth's spiritual cultures, and there is a basic agreement among these though the language of symbols used to transmit it differs. A syncretic/eclectic study of these esoteric traditions clearly reveals the golden thread of agreement that runs through them all. Central to this agreement are systematic methods of altering consciousness in such manner that true transcendental knowledge (gnosis) may be obtained. Esoteric Buddhist teachings contain such a system. Its goal is not escaping from the world; it is expansion of consciousness in order to more accurately apprehend reality and "escape" from the limitations imposed by false beliefs.
I have been to more than several Buddhist temples and Hindu ashrams, and I've never found deviation from the exoteric doctrines.  Their most revered mystics as they journied to the U.S. from Tibet or from India, reiterated these same exoteric doctrines in what were considered by their devotees (how sad that someone would be seduced in being devoted to another over oneself; an ego-loser) to be moving and inspiring speeches, and really were the same old clap trap.
You may have perhaps found something of value for yourself.  This is a marvelous thing and I applaud your commitment to your path.  Your use of terminology reads to me as if highly tinged by the ego-loser doctrines.  You applaud the same ethical virtues and I don't personally see how you rectify this with your presentation of the alleged nature of esoteric Buddhism.  I've seen some Gnostic groups blending this supposed esoteric Buddhism with this same ego-loser ethical system (the system itself already being intolerant of other ethical systems that often contradict some of their cherished ideals) and even a dash of Jesus and Paul with a bunch of Gurdjieff on the side.  They are actually dangerous cults.
For that matter, I've found most if not all lodges that have been founded in modern times and based in some way on this lineal idolatry (usually with one central figure being glorified and bitterly defended  by his or her psychophants against the outside world) have immediately devolved into cults; some more and less dangerous, but all destructive; especially to the individual who may accidently get caught up with such a group.
___
 

 

The Bodhissatva is the most condescending of beings; declaring oneself 'liberated' and then remaining in the world of sorrow for the sake of the unenlightened; as if they weren't gods making their own decisions.  Yuck!
No... the Bodhisattva is the initiate who has given every drop of hir blood to the cup of Babalon. 
It makes no difference what you declare yourself to be; the light is in fact the light, and being enlightened is entering into or exposing oneself to that light. The Bodhisattva ( = enlightened being) is one who, discovering the light, chooses to become one with it, forsaking all else - which is to say, giving up the false beliefs which are exposed by that light. The "liberation" is from false beliefs - not from existence in the world. Surely I have now said this often enough to make this point clear.
First, if you create confusion by saying "No"...if there is this esoteric Buddhism that you speak of, you should have replied, "yes, this is the exoteric declaration, but it has lost its connection with the esoteric."  My description of the Bodhissatva is correct in its exoteric definition.  I can entertain the esoteric definition as being sound and reasonable; though I would say the egregore created by the exotericists has made the knowledge lessons rather impotent.
___
 

 

<http://www.abrahadabra.com> I've only briefly looked at the site and will have to go through it more thoroughly.  Who are these people?
I don't know who they are, but I found their work interesting, particularly the "grid proofs" <http://www.abrahadabra.com/gridproofs001.htm>.
While these images are creative, these people don't really seem to be doing much Magick...just art.
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Hi Dale,
93
I've been a bit loathing to go down this track; politics being so difficult to deal with as its more speculation than anything else.  But there is the interconnectivity of our race and so politics does own a part of our spirituality.  Perhaps it is that these dialogues seem to get longer rather than shorter and I must pace myself.  But to continue with what I didn't address in my last response:
 

 

The collectivists (those of the left, politically) have always been for the repression of individuality with an all out effort to create a government with a consoler nature.
The "left/right" dichotomy is an endless maze. There are individualists of the left and collectivists of the right. Movements of the left tend to develop right-wing tendencies when they ascend to positions of power, which makes clear discernment of the issues difficult. But in general terms, the political philosophy of the left tends to value the interests of the individual over those of the state, liberty over authority, and voluntary cooperation over mandatory obedience. A distinction must be made between the idea of voluntary community and the idea of enforced collectivity. The idea of mandatory government is basically a right-wing ideal - the will of the collectivity (the state) is enforced on all individuals within its reach by force, i.e. by violence and the threat of violence, or by coercive use of monopolization of access to the necessities of life. The idea of voluntary sharing of labor and resources for the mutual benefit of communities of free individuals is the essential left-wing ideal.

Generally, the left would be socially progressive while the right is traditionally conservative in this regard.  In other words, the right is there to conserve that, which has been while the left moves in an evolving manner.  Both are really essential at this level as the existing social structure must change, yet should change slowly.  The clash of the two ideologies brings about this change by a slow pace.  Personally, here is where I identify with the left.  Though the "idea of voluntary sharing of labor and resources for the mutual benefit of communities" is the very definition of a communal structure.  And this would even have some merit in a small-scale community.  In a large country such as the U.S., this is inappropriate as it would essentially mean a centralized government such as one the Soviet Union attempted.  It is why reading Marx (a fave of the Hippies) by the left is so abhored by those on the right.
Still, the left says that meritocracy is by nature misanthropic and the winnings of those who excel should then be forciby returned to the public by way of taxation in order to preserve some equanimity.  This we know, destroys morale for the individual that would seek economic success, whose by-product is often-enough those things that have advanced our society economically.  Before our government was so corrupt, there was a period of time when Europeans, after being educated at home and at the expense of their fellow citizens, migrated to the U.S. to seek the economic virtues that their raised status would then afford them.  England particularly had a very famous complaint in losing all their best doctors to the U.S.
The right is championed by the reading of Adam Smith, but again, a problem on the large scale as he wrote his capitalist manifesto in for an agrarian society.  Today, the true right (not the religious lunacy that has taken control of the Republican party and which seeks to force its private ideals on the general public; being all for "thou shalt not") sees that capitalism represents a true meritocracy for the individual and it promotes the idea that the individual should not be forced by the state to hand over the money he or she has earned to the collective as that would destroy morale.  The left forces us to consider compassion not for those that are lazy, but for those that are disabled.  And again, the two clashing forces keep this in check that we don't move too fast in any one direction.
In a small and agrarian situation, both Marx and Smith have potent contributions to economic thought.  However, both have proven their failure in large situations.  U.S. Capitalism has evolved into as enslaving a state as the Soviet's Communism.  Why?  In part because of a mandatory sharing of resources; whether that be taxes for the poor instead of creating social institutions to take care of this issue or it be the general attitude of entitlements that would transform our government into a 'Big Brother' to take care of us.  The U.S. has taken itself to yet a higher level of ubsurdity when it declared that corporations should be given the rights of citizens.  This has created a corporate-socialist government that has lowered the middle class to a state of indentured servantry.
In theory, the Capitalist Meritocracy is the strong path, if only it wasn't compromised by governmental corruption.  This gives the left its justification for the consoler ideals; put simply: "since the governement steals our money, they should give us these things that we otherwise could've bought for ourselves."  But this is reactionary and unbalanced.  However, our society is pushing more and more in this direction as those unfulfilled needs are rather immediate and are more easily implemented than the purging of governmental corruption.
The true Mage should be seeking a way to live under the radar of the machine and this really entails a certain, small-scale, collectivist lifestyle that may even perhaps mean an end to the nuclear family, which is itself an alienating force in society and which has enabled the corruptive forces in government.
___

 

 

[dg] ["Political Correctness"] is simply a movement to increase awareness of and respect for the individual autonomy and dignity of all individuals regardless of their social position. 
[pj] No, it tries to pretend that we are all equal in an egalitarian hallucination that pretends their is no natural hierarchy in humanity.  It fails to distinguish between the idea that we are all equal before the law and the idea that we are all equal.  Well, we are not equal at all; some of us are more intelligent, others more beautiful, et al.
Obviously we are not all equal, as we are all unique individuals. The essential point is that we all have equal rights. This concept of "rights" is often misunderstood, but its root meaning is simple and clear: "rights" are attributes that have been recognized in "common law" - i.e. by general consensus over untold numbers of generations - as "right", which is to say correct, proper, "the way it's supposed to be". The idea that all members of society have certain inherent and inalienable rights is the basis of Classical Liberalism, the origin of the "left" orientation of political philosophy as well as of libertarian conservatism. The alternative right-wing view is: Might makes right.

'Might makes right' has always been the rule of nature.  And dwindling resources has always been the main order for the implementation of this ideology.  The sole reason for war (outside the megalomania of certain historical dictators of the last century) has been to take the resources of another with one's own resources dried up.  And this has made great empires, such as Rome, which has brought with them great civilizations by championing in all those disciplines that comprise human culture.
Yes, those brilliant Forefathers of ours recognized something for the first time and that should have been there from the outset; those certain "inalienable" rights.  But these come with the idea of individualism that forms the heart of a meritocracy; an individualism that is stymied by yet, our age-old herd mentality (read Nietzche) and only championed by the Capitalist ideology.  And though our government was founded with Adam Smith's philosophy in its shadows, it has never really declared itself a Capitalist government.  This as Ayn Rand eloquently points out, creates an ad hoc situation that has the government consistently moving towards a fascist state.
Capitalism is a ruthless standard; it gives one great rewards upon success but allows for failure as any one enterprise may no longer be desireable of the people.  This is "the thrill of victory and the agony of defeat" (to state the mantra of ABC Sports).  The collectivists want to remove the risk of failure; whether that be the abhorent bailing out of banks as going on right now; or the eternal Euoropean-style dole for those individuals who fail.  This error we find in both the left and the right.
I don't remember Thomas Jefferson saying that one of our inalienable rights was to have our well-being paid for by the taxpayers after we fail...you'd have to show me that passage.  The wellfare/entitlement state that we are moving towards will soon make us indistinguishable from the European oligarchies (that pose as democracies).  And as far as today's political debate, there's nothing in the Constitution nor the Declaration of Independence that says we have a right to health care.  The socialization of this program, if it comes about though, will prove the failure of the market.
And if this comes about, the failure of the market will be primarily because of insurance companies and their spouses, the banks.  More accurately, the FED, which is a foreign interest that controls the U.S. dollar.  In 1917, we were once again, invaded by England and this time, they won.  The FED is owned by seven private European families and all the money we supposedly borrow from ourselves (by the printing of more money and devaluing of the dollar) has interest payments due to those seven families.  These families are gutting our sovereignty and under the very nose of the right wing that should be there to counteract them.
___

 

 

The fascistic forces working in the corporate/capitalist hegemony is another problem.  I say, both sides of this coin deliver the same problem.  In short, the Republicans have come to represent overtly fascistic forces and the Democrats are Socialists (Collectivists) that once set to power, will create their own fascistic constituencies.  In today's electoral process, all we are voting for is which group of corporations will be allowed to undermine our liberty.  
I agree with you up to a point - the sole disagreement I have with this statement is that I do not see any genuine element of socialism in the US Democratic party. Both US parties represent the corporate monopoly capitalist system; Republicans pay lip service to the ideals of the "free market" while Democrats pay lip service to the ideals of the mixed public/private social welfare system. Republicans generally do not go so far as to advocate a laissez-faire economy, even in their propaganda; and Democrats do not go so far as to advocate true socialism. Both parties represent the same corporate interests whose primary aim is to acquire monopolistic control over the Earth, its resources and its inhabitants. The Democrats are "smiley-face" monopolists and the Republicans are their "frowny-face" equivalents. 

Hillary Clinton stands up and gives almost-tearful speeches on how much she cares for us; an oligarch taking care of her subjects.  The Democrats don't want us to do for themselves, they "have a plan" that will get government to solve the problems we can't solve for ourselves.  I remember Kerry and all his "I have a plan" speeches; speaking down to us from the podium in the same way Kruschev (sp?) and other Soviet leaders spoke from their central party platforms.  They not only use collectivist terms, but the whole idea of Big Brother taking care of us is carefully embodied by a party that originated the collectivisty principles adopted by Mussolini on his way to declaring himself dictator.
If you'll refer to my article: The Eagle and the Temple, I make argument that the U.S. has been imperialistic right from the outset.  The Founding Fathers found themselves to be the planet's champions of liberty and actually believed their ideology would reach the ends of the Earth.
___

 

 

Politically Philosophy 101: Utopia is an impossibility. 
Indeed... this is the reality of the old aeon. My assertion is that in the ascending aeon, Utopia will be not only possible, but absolutely necessary. (See "Utopia or Oblivion" by R. Buckminster Fuller for elaboration on this point.) The aeonic transition marks an evolutionary turning point for our species. If we continue down the path of coercive collectivism as opposed to voluntary community, we are very likely to destroy ourselves as the most brutal, hostile and aggressive aspects of human nature rise into prominence, wielding ultimately destructive weaponry. The cusp of the aeons represents a coming-of-age ordeal for the human species during which we will be challenged to attain a degree of maturity that has been lacking during our long childhood. 

The U.S. remains the only country to truly struggle with the idea of the needs of the individual vs. the needs of the community.  This is consistent with the oncoming Aquarian Age; an age ruled by both Uranus (individual) and Saturn (collective).  In this Aeon of Horus (the cusp of these two ages; Aquarius and the present Pisces), we see the preparation has much more to do with a ruthless fight for the individual as the collective has had thousands of years of experience in forcing its tribal and herd-like needs over the needs of the individual. And it is the individual that must become the "Overman" or "Ubermensch" by rising above the herd; not unlike that wise man of Plato who steps out of the cave.
Today, we have a preponderance of sleepers; mere animals in our society.  They do what the TV tells them and form their opinions by what they're told and decieve themselves into thinking that these are their own thoughts.  It matters not that you are a Democrat or a Republican and the only thing that crowns the stupidity of Republicans is that they actually believe the media is completely left-biased, which they then use to blind themselves into believing that they are thinking for themselves.  And in the end, they sound like the Borg on Star Trek; each unit echoing the one voice of their collective, as programmed by the media they listen to (often the vast right-wing array that dominates radio...but don't tell them that, they haven't figured out that radio is part of the media...and so are all the right-wing publications.)
Today, the TV gives us our gender roles and holds in place, the 'gender wars'.  It's the 'nice' fascism of a state that 'cares for us' by warning us of bad eating habits and bad health choices.  It stirs us to emergency after emergency to get us to move out of our complacency and follow their agenda.  And it prepares us with the petty emergencies of the local fire or flood or criminal shooting; making us society's rubber-neckers; a means for us to believe that all is right in our own private worlds as we're not as bad off as those on the news.  The TV of course, is the main media source for the left; though it does represent the right in a few places.  And almost all media brings us anything but the truth.  If you're duped by FOX or CNN, you're duped.
Without the enlightened individual, Utopia should it be possible (and isn't), would only breed complacency.  The very nature of this dualistic world is in the struggle; as sand in an oyster.  Without struggle there is no pearl; the Utopian state would necessarily be fascistic.  Read Skinner's Walden Two.  Don't misconstrue this to think that I don't have a lot of respect for Buckminster Fuller; a genius well-ahead of his time and upon which some of the ideals of the GCL are constructed.
___

 

 

The Social Contract is the first practical application of the Platonic idea that civilization releases us from our bondage to nature. 
The glaring fallacy of the Social Contract theory is this: A contract is only valid and legitimate if it has the voluntary agreement of all signatories. A contract signed under duress is not valid nor legally binding. A free individual may choose to enter into a contractual arrangement, or to refrain. If you are forced to sign at the point of a gun, it is no longer a contractual relationship. The supposed "social contract" is in reality merely a propaganda tool used to disguise raw tyranny - a sophistic replacement for the doctrine of the divine right of kings which began to lose favor as the ecclesiastical and secular powers began to diverge in the 16th century.

So then our Founding Fathers in your view, made a great error when Thomas Jefferson inculcated the ideas of his friend and great philosopher of the Social Contract, Jean-Jacques Rousseau?  Our Constitution was not forced upon us by gunfire, but was adopted by each of the states in their own referendums and then passed down to us generationally.  And without it, we would have no way to structure our society...we would be in a state of anarchy, not unlike the state we achieved under the Articles of Confederation that almost destroyed our country shortly after the Revolution and which depended on American's voluntary cooperation for the sake of our society.  The sleepers are moved by selfish motives, which became the philosophical underpinning of our current Constitution.  Read: The Genius of America, by Lane and Oreskes, which eloquently describes how Madison constructed the Constitution...that was then again, ratified and not forces upon us.
___

 

 

The very nature of this world is one of contending forces...there will never be a utopia.  At best, as Plato well describes, their may be times when a Philosopher King may come to rule; and that is the best of possibilities for the state.  But as soon as he or she dies, that 'utopia' (for want of a better phrase) will disappear.
Indeed, this was the reality of the aeon of Osiris. Yet contending forces are not the whole picture of human nature - we are also a social, tribal and familial species that values voluntary cooperation, hospitality, generosity, affection, and respect for diversity. We are capable of attitudes of contention and attitudes of cooperation. A healthy society would have a balance of both. See "Mutual Aid: A Factor of Evolution" by Peter Kropotkin.   <http://dwardmac.pitzer.edu/Anarchist_archives/kropotkin/mutaidcontents.html>

Plato wrote in the Age of Aries, though towards its end and probably in an in-between time as we are in now.  Listed on the site you recommend is Murray Bookchin; I used to eat lunch with him on a weekly basis and we had the most remarkable discussions.  I used to call myself an Anarchist and still greatly admire him.  Mutual aid is a factor of civilization and is the basis for Plato's concept of the civilizing factor of the state.  But even within these stabilizing structures, contention and politics reign.  We live in a world of contending forces; the want for relief from the stress may seem desireable, but would destroy us.  Rather as Murray teaches, find ways to free yourself from the machine; but don't forget to recognize the necessity of the machine...just don't let it run your life...use it to suit your own purposes.  This is the true philosophy of Anarchism and one in which I still subscribe.
___

 

 

I. Every person born on Earth is an equal co-heir of the commonwealth of Earth.

This is a Marxist assertion.
No, both Marx and Thomas Jefferson drew this idea from the political philosophy of John Locke (1632-1704) as expressed in his "Two Treatises of Government". The first treatise is a refutation of the divine right of kings as a basis for legitimate civil authority, and the second treatise seeks the origins of civil government and private property from their roots in the "state of nature". An essential element of Locke's reasoning is that the basis of private property is one's ownership of one's own body, and by extension, the labor of one's hands which gives value to objects obtained from nature. Nature itself was "the commons", belonging equally to all until an individual made elements of it private property by personal labor. Locke's ideas form the common basis of both capitalism and socialism. Jefferson, of course, elaborated the idea in the Declaration of Independence: "We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all men are created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable Rights; that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness." Note that the first right enumerated is the right to life, which must include the right to acquire the necessities of life. The existence of "the commons" was taken for granted in the era of low human population density and vast natural resources, and it was "common knowledge" that every person had a natural right to draw sustenance therefrom by hir own labor. As population density increased, more and more natural resources were held as private property and the common stock of fields and forests declined, and increasing numbers of people were unable to provide the necessities of life from nature - thus they were forced to exchange their labor (i.e. sell themselves into slavery) for the necessities of life from those who held a monopoly on them. Socialism developed as a means of representing the legitimate natural rights of those deprived of access to the necessities of life by private monopolization of resources.

There is a difference between the ideals expressed in the Declaration of Independence (a non-legal though profound document that I feel is on a par w/Liber AL) and the law as written into the Constitution.  And today, many of us really don't work with our hands at all.  What I mean by this is that today, there's much alienation as most workers are not directly connected to the ends of their work.  This is one of the emergent problems in our technological culture.  A good book to read on this is: Technology and the Human Condition, by Bernar Gendron.  In a certain sense, Locke, like Smith, was writing for an agrarian world, which all but died with the Industrial Revolution.  Though the Hippies made a false appeal to return to an agrarian economy, and I really thought they were going to succeed for a minute (back in the days when I considered myself a part of them), they really didn't want this themselves...proven by their mass exodus to Yuppie-hood.  I was young enough to be a part of the Punk Generation, whose founding ideal was that the Hippie's failed and the Punks were not going to use their failed peace tactics.  Then I became smitten w/Patti Smith and the my mystical punk journey began.  I guess you could say today, I'm the Punk Thelemite...roflmao!!!
___

 

 

II. No collective policy is legitimate unless it has the full consent and agreement of every person affected by it. 

An impossibility...there never will come a time when everybody will agree on anything.
Then there should be no collective policy enforced on everyone. The critical point is this: Under what circumstances would you say it is legitimate for others to force you to do something against your will? 

If it is my will kill, it is their right to survive that might make a law...such as making murder a capital crime.  As everyone cannot agree on anything, they must come to agree to abide by the choices of the majority, so long as they themselves are not subjected to the tyranny of the majority.  Such a delicate balance was carefully considered when Madison created the constitution.  You can't throw civilization (the baby) out with the bathwater just because everyone can't agree on anything.  There will always be a consensus reality that foments a majority for the construction of laws the ensure liberty in our society.
More to this, the question most asked Thelemites:  What if someone's will is to go around killing people?  And I say, well, legally, you can join the armed services or become a mercenary.  Otherwise, expect that as your will is to intefere with the wills of others, you will come into conflict that may kill or imprison you.  If such is your Will, then such is your Fate.
___

 

 

III. Voluntary cooperation for mutual benefit is the most efficient and satisfactory basis for all economic and social relations.

Our Founding Fathers tried this idea immediately after the American Revolution, with their Articles of Confederation. 
I don't see the connection - can you elaborate on what it is about the Articles of Confederation that suggests this? In the colonial and revolutionary American periods voluntary cooperation was common in the form of "quilting bees" and community barn raisings. Volunteer fire departments are another example. Communes and cooperatives have always been a part of the economic mix of American society - see, e.g. "The Communistic Societies of the United States" by Charles Nordhoff <http://www.sacred-texts.com/utopia/csus/index.htm> and "A History of American Socialisms" by John Humphrey Noyes <http://www.questia.com/PM.qst?a=o&d=147181>.

I will quote from the book I suggested earlier, The Genius of America:
The reformers who introduced the process of intiiative and refendum to America did not favor tyranny.  They thought that American government--particularly state government--had become corrupt, which for them meant that it worked against the "people's" interests.  Through intitiatives, these reformers wanted "the restoration of the classic republican constinutency," the simple government of Tom Paine.  The "would put Madison aside."  And putting "Madison aside" meant that these reformers would replace Madison's and the framers' realistic view of human nature with the idealistic one envisioned by America's revolutionary leaders in 1776.  John Q. Public, the Progressives called him, a man who thought for himself, who "would study the issues and think them through," a man who had the time, intellect and curiosity to inform "himself in ample detail about th emany issues tha the would have to pass onm" a man who "could master their intricacies sufficiently to pass intelligent judgment."
But soon the reformers realized the weakness of their view.  They could not push Madison aside.  Just as the generation of the Revolution was forced to reevaluate its view of human nature in the face of real conduct, the reformers of the early twentieth century realized human nature was not as they had hoped (but rather as Madson had understood).  Using intitiatives and referendums to sersolve society's major conflicts was asking voters to be something they were not, wrote the journalist Walter Lippmann: "In ordinary circumstances voters cannot be expected to transcend their particular, loalized and self-regarding opinions.  As well expect men laboring in the valley to see the land as from a mountain top.  In their circumstances, wheich as private persons they cannot readily surmount, the voters are most likely to suppose that whatever seems obviously good to them must be good for the country, and good in the sight of God."
I've seen so many people become amazed when others don't share their opinions.  As I often-enough say, they think the sun in their own "private Idaho" is that same Sun that lords over the sky.  Sentences start similar to: "Certainly, you don't think...." and more specifically: "Certainly you're not for the war in Iraq."  I might be just as surprised and say: "How can you not see the mystical importance of the war?"  But you see, we all see from the vantage-points of our own coordinates and maybe a few us have those coordinates placed on a mountain-top; but certainly not the lot of us.
Those of the Revolutionary Period were for a while, able to sustain self-sacrifice in order to preserve the Revolution.  But soon, their interests devolved to their more petty concerns; placing them over the needs of their community.  And as the book accurately portrays, the country was falling a part at the seems.  In less then 20 years, America was about to collapse.  So rather than simply amend the Articles of Confederation, the Founders perceived an emergency, without the prior consent of the people that sent them to amend these articles, they started from scratch to write the Constitution with Madison leading the charge.
They then took to the people with great arguments that are preserved in the Federalist Papers; a worthwhile read.
:-)
93/93
pj
Hello Paul,
 

Apologies for the delay in this transmission. I have been dealing with a death in the family and as the eldest survivor it falls upon me to make funeral and disposition arrangements. It may take a while to get this stuff sorted out (a cross-country road trip may be necessary), and my response time may be longer than usual during this process. I'll have some responses to threads we've touched on regarding eugenics, utopia, and the dangers of mysticism when I get back. Meanwhile, here are some notes I started writing after your last message was received.
Picking up from where we left off in your letter of 7/23/08:
___
 

[dg] Yet it is clear that Crowley's writings are referred to. [in the Class A comment] 

[pj] I disagree; it is clear that Ankh-f-n-Khonsu's writings are referred to, whom if we take as the "alter-ego" of Crowley, would be the one that wrote the Class A, AB and B material; and not every last document of Crowley's.
The relationship between the man Aleister Crowley and his various "alter egos" is a subtle matter. Certainly not all the works that came through Crowley's pen are of equal importance, but to take the signature of the comment too literally might be a mistake. The Class A texts are of course primary sources. The Class B texts cover a wide assortment of materials, including Liber Librae which we have discussed recently, and Little Essays Toward Truth, as well as the Book of Thoth - to mention a few highlights. Some material in Class C appears to be quite important also - such as Aha!  Some important texts, including Magick Without Tears and The Psychology of Hashish, are unclassified. The primary purpose of the comment, as I understand it, is to delay the inevitable development of schisms and splinter-groups forming around differing interpretations of Liber AL by suggesting that we should "agree to disagree" on contentious points while continuing to seek clarification independently on an individual basis by continued study and contemplation. The danger of degeneration of any prophetic current into fundamentalism is very real and is particularly relevant to Thelema. The danger posed by fundamentalist Christianity and Islamic extremism will be miniscule in comparison to the likely deranged mania of future fundamentalist Thelemite cults.
 

___
 

[dg] As the Jivatman, the Atman exists in you, *as* you - as the point of mystery from which your sense of conscious presence arises. The intellect is one way the Atman manifests within us - one aspect of the whole Self - and the intuition is another. Neither of these *are* the Atman in toto, though both are *manifestations of* the Atman. In many humans neither the intellect nor the intuition are consciously developed or awakened, but exist in a state of latency or potential, and consciousness is focused more on the level of the Nephesh or "animal soul"; in others the intellect is more developed and the intuition is more latent, or vice versa. The initiate path involves awakening all of the faculties or "parts of the soul" so that they are fully functional and balanced in perfect harmony.

[pj] That's wonderfully poetic, with no basis in fact; except that the more popularized versions of Hinduism in this country also echo the same idea.  And like most in this country with superstitious (sophist) minds, the logic is in reverse.  The first point is considered the truth with the subsequent arguments to prove it, actually themselves dependent on the  support of the original statement for validation; what in philosophy is called the creation of a tautology.
Now you've lost me. What is it that you are saying is "poetic"? Thanks for the compliment, but I see nothing in my statement that fits that description. If you are referring to my use of the term "mystery", this is not intended as a poetic expression, but rather as the most precise descriptive term I can find for the point of origin of consciousness which is in fact mysterious. (It is worth noting that the English word "mystery" originates in the Greek mystēs, initiate.)
What do you mean, "no basis in fact"? The one most basic, most incontrovertible fact possible is the fact of consciousness itself. It is the one thing you can know with absolute certainty - that consciousness is happening in you and as you. This is not poetry, but the most accurate way I can think of to express the reality of our existence. There is no argument in my statement; it is a simple reference to the Qabalistic doctrine of the parts of the soul. I would suggest a review of Chapter One of the "Little Essays Toward Truth" where these matters are discussed. <http://www.hermetic.com/crowley/littleessays/index.html> 
There is an interesting correlation between the parts of the soul in Qabalah and the Vedic doctrine of the Indriyas as expressed in Patanjali's Yoga Sutras. Atman (Self)correlates with Yechidah (Kether); Asmita (individuality) correlates with Chiah (Chokmah); Buddhi (intelligence) correlates with Neschama (Binah); Manas (mind) correlates with Ruach (Tiphereth through Hod); and the Indriyas (the senses) correlate with the Nephesh (Yesod and Malkuth).
 

 

___
 

[dg] And, still, your analysis does not account for the phenomenon of consciousness itself which the word Atman ordinarily refers to. I am left wondering if you mean to imply that consciousness arises as an epiphenomenon of the material body - which is the materialist view and is accepted by most mainstream scientists. If not, and if it has not always existed as I submit, then how and from whence, in your view, does consciousness come into being?

[pj] It seems that consciousness has no beginning and no end.  However, the human body is composed of billions of beings (the mitochondria), each with their own Atman (as defined in your lexicon) and the "lower ego" (as coined in the West) is really a complex of all these semi-conscious beings.  That which is said to be Jivatman would then even be assigned one to each cell in our body.
Yes, the Atman is holographically entirely present in each level of manifestation. Every cell in your body is alive and conscious with the very same consciousness that you have as a human individual. (That which is above is like that which is below.) It is misleading however to think of Atman as "assigned one to each cell" - rather, a more accurate expression would be that Atman is manifested equally and completely in every cell. This may seem like a minor difference but I believe the distinction is important. An equivalent phenomenological description would be that consciousness is occurring at the cellular level as well as at the level of the whole organism. 
 

___
 

The congealing process it seems to me, in my theoretical speculations, would be to bring these cells to full consciousness and then fully bring them to one unified purpose.
Rather than "bring the cells to full consciousness" I would say the task is to realize that the cells are conscious already. It is a process of recognition of the inter-relatedness of the cells and how the consciousness of the whole human self is holographically manifested within each cell. The phenomenon of consciousness (Atman) is identical in the whole and in each of its parts. The process of realization occurs in both directions - the human ego realizes that it is a self composed of multiple selves; and each cell realizes that it is a self that is a component of a larger whole. This process, when complete, results in a psychic synthesis of the whole self in which each individual component is known and recognized and in full communication with the whole. The individual cell does not lose its individuality in this process - individuality and universality are maintained simultaneously with no loss or diminution of either. 
As for "bringing them to one unified purpose" - here we have to be careful. Each cell in the material body has its own individual purpose which is intricately related to the overall healthful functioning of the whole organism that it is a part of. The purpose of a bone cell is solidity and inflexibility (Saturn); that of a red blood cell is fluidity and distribution of nourishment (Venus); that of a white blood cell is defense against hostile forces or elements (Mars); that of a nerve cell is accurate transmission of information (Mercury); a brain cell's purpose is the executive and coordinating function (Jupiter). When a cell is performing its specific function optimally, it may be said to be doing its true will. A "purpose" imposed from outside the cell could be disastrous to the health of the organ and the organism that the cell is a part of. The challenge of each cell is to know its own unique purpose within the community of life that it is an integral part of. The challenge of the aspirant approaching Tiphereth is to attain an experiential understanding of the nature of the Atman that manifests within the whole and all of its parts. 
Of course in talking about "sub-egos" we are also talking about autonomous psychic complexes that manifest as personality traits and tendencies, and here also it is important to recognize the authenticity of the unique perspective from which consciousness (Atman) perceives reality as manifested in each. Again, some of these complexes may manifest Saturnian, Martial, Venusian, etc. characteristics as certain qualities within the microcosm are reflected more fully than others. Rather than suppression of these complexes by an autocratic ego, a more Thelemic approach would appear to be recognizing the authenticity of each current and understanding its relation to the whole psyche. Congealing in this context would perhaps involve the achievement of a consensus of intent among the sub-egos, thereby as you say "bringing them to one unified purpose".
 

___
 

We know the body intrinsically works with many flaws in its healing and vitalizing processes; and that even the brain is a disordered and chaotic mess.  This is one reason why Crowley stresses the ordering of the mind and the development of intellectual clarity.  And unfortunately for the 'Intelligent Design' crowd, the body's imperfections reveal how impotent their intellects really are.  Sat Prem is especially clear in his book Life of the Cells, to demonstrate Mother and Sri Aurobindo's theory on how the cells of the body can often become destructive to the body in many cases where they incorrectly attack a physical ailment. Ofen enough, we've created medicines that more prevent them from their automatic responses that the body might heal before they kill it off altogether.  And they assert that full consciousness of the cells would prevent this.
When a cell fails to perform its optimal function (True Will) in relation to the organism that it is a part of, the overall health of the organism suffers. This is the meaning of the aphorism, "Cancer is cellular ego." In this aphorism "ego" describes a solipsistic dissociation of the individual entity from the larger being that it is a part of. Full consciousness of the cells involves an awareness of their interconnectedness with the larger being that includes them.
 

 

___
 

[pj] To say that the Jivatman simply needs to discover the Paramatman is really but half the formula.  And first, really, through the use of the abhored (in traditional Yoga instruction) 'siddhis' does the work of bringing to consciousness, the cells of the body, along with each, their innate consciousness to one congelation is an actuality in the operations of Magick.  A discovery, as you put it, of the Jivatman to apprehend the Paratman does not describe a congelation (not even symbolically).  So the Jivatman is not a ready formed being, but in using this terminology, would be the created being called 'asar un nefer', once congealed.  This requires the mastery of self and the creation and physical education of the astral body; then mastering other techniques in Magick.
[dg] Who is it then who does the work of congealing? 
[pj] You, me...whoever is interested in their own evolution.
You are dodging the question. What part(s) of the soul are you referring to when you say "you" or "me"? Who exactly is this "me"? This appears to  be the missing link in your theory of congellation. The concept of the Atman provides an answer. This, again, is a question that it is difficult to seriously research because of the "taboo against knowing who you are" as Alan Watts phrased it - there is a deeply ingrained inhibition that forces our attention away from this central question like the push of opposing magnetic poles. It is a subject that our minds refuse to think about. Overcoming this resistance is the object of yoga. This struggle is symbolized in one story in the Torah as an all-night wrestling match with an angelic being that enabled Jacob to "see god face to face" (Genesis 32:22-32) and the struggle of pratyahara is indeed similar to wrestling as the attention twists and fights to escape the grip of the will. (You will recall that "the vision of God face to face" is attributed to Chokmah in Liber 777, Table I, Col. XLV.) Crowley's approach to this struggle involved the use of various alchemical and Tantric means of "loosening the girders of the soul".
 

 

___
 

[dg] It is when the elements of the psychic body are activated and equilibrated that Jivatman, the microcosm, can become aware of its identity with Paramatman, the macrocosm. It is only then that the Atman knows itself as it is, "its feet (Jivatman) below the hells and its head (Paramatman) above the heavens" - and only then can Atman answer as to whether it is identical with Brahman.

[pj] This is why we can not prove your assertion scientifically...it can only be proven experientially; each for oneself.
Individual experience is the basis of all empirical science. If the methods employed are described accurately, others can replicate an experiment. Looking through the lenses of a microscope to observe microorganisms, or through a telescope to observe stellar phenomena, are individual experiences. Science arises from the work of individual researchers, the replication of experiments, and comparative analysis of the results.
 

 

___
 

Our evolution is in the congealing of the conscious awareness of all the Atmans that make up the body; it is this that must survive death for evolution to become possible. 
In my view, spiritual evolution is the result of unique experiences that Atman has at all levels of manifestation. The cellular level is one of the many points of interaction between the incarnating Atman and the material matrix; one could also look at the molecular, atomic, and sub-atomic levels of manifestation - as well as the planetary, stellar, and galactic levels. In other words, as a human being, your body is made up of many living cells, and each of these cells is made up of many molecules. Each molecule, and each cell, is a living being just as you are as a whole human being. Each of these "sub-egos" perceives itself to be a real "person" with authentic feelings, aspirations, needs and desires just as your whole human self does. Your body is also a part of the planetary eco-system, which is a part of a solar system, which is part of a galaxy; and each of these is also a living being, each perceiving itself to be a real "self". I'm sure you recall Crowley's comment to AL I,3: "Man is the middle kingdom. The great kingdom is heaven, with each star as an unit; the little kingdom is the molecule, with each electron as an unit. (The ratio of these three is regularly geometrical, each being 10^22 times greater in size than its neighbour." Atman (the Self) is the consciousness that manifests at each and all of these levels. Yet it is not "many Atmans", but one - just as the light from many different lamps, from tiny pen-lights to huge searchlights, is still one and the same light. It is Atman Itself that survives death. It is Atman that looks out through your eyes and thinks with your mind. Where the experience of consciousness is happening, that is Atman; it is Atman alone that can be conscious. These statements are not dogma to be believed, but discoveries made independently by scientific illuminists throughout the world since ancient times, which form the core of esoteric traditions both Oriental and Occidental, and are subject to independent verification through re-discovery by every initiate.
Spiritual evolution is the gradual growth toward self-realization of Atman as it exists in manifested forms. Incarnation involves the light of Atman losing itself in the darkness of matter; evolution involves Atman finding itself again. Please note that there is no moral connotation to the expression "darkness of matter" - this is merely a metaphorical way of describing the relationship between Paramatman (consciousness in itself considered as a transpatiotemporal whole) and Jivatman (consciousness manifested as individual beings - every "you" and "me"). "Light" represents conscious awareness of universal wholeness, and "darkness" represents "forgetting" this universal totality. Individual beings act in time/space, causing reaction, and this causative chain reaction is the connecting link that forms the individual identity that evolves through successive incarnations. Strictly speaking, it is not Atman that evolves; for evolution is a process that occurs over time, and Atman is coextensive with all points in time simultaneously. Rather, it is individual entities that evolve both toward and away from full realization of the nature of Atman, as illustrated by the light and dark spirals of the Yin/Yang symbol. 
 

___
 

Otherwise, life is the purposeless and constant reincarnation until one can figure out how to free oneself from the cycle; as the Buddhists teach.  
I don't see how you arrive at the idea that this process of spiritual evolution is "purposeless". Self-realization is its own purpose. It is the will of consciousness to realize itself. Freeing oneself from "the cycle" is becoming able to do one's will without restriction. 
Consider AL I,44: "For pure will, unassuaged of purpose..." Purpose must be undiminished, unimpeded, with no distractions.  "...delivered from the lust of result..." The lust of result is an investment of psychic energy in a desired future state or event rather than in the reality of the present moment. It is called "desire" in Vedic and Buddhist philosophy. Without this "deliverance" ( = liberation) you cannot be fully present in here & now reality. 
 

___
 

Magick is not about freeing oneself from the cycle; it is about using the cycle to create yet a more evolved individual and through this a more complicated and evolved race.  It is the Dharma of the movement in direction of our race.
In order to create a more evolved individual or race, first one must free oneself from the cycle of compulsion. The nature of this deliverance or liberation is described in Liber X (Porta Lucis): "First, there are many and diverse conditions of life upon this earth. In all of these is some seed of sorrow. Who can escape from sickness and from old age and from death? We are here to save our fellows from these things. For there is a life intense with knowledge and extreme bliss which is untouched by any of them. To this life we attain even here and now.... We therefore who are without the chains of ignorance...." <http://www.sacred-texts.com/oto/lib10.htm>
 

___
 

[dg] I would say that Paramatman contains all states of possible evolution within its totality. This again relates to the idea that Paramatman exists in a dimension that transcends and includes time and space as we know them. The entire process of organic evolution on planet Earth, from the first spark of life in the primordial slime to the unknown far-future shape that our eventual descendants might take, may be observed from the perspective of Paramatman as a whole - all the changes that have occurred or will occur at every stage are equally observable; every moment of past or future time is equally simultaneous. This is the perspective of the Tao. Every one of those moments is still fully real and absolutely authentic. The same is true about every individual life; from one's first breath to one's last, every moment of consciousness is simultaneously *now* from the perspective of Paramatman. 

[pj] I would more than concur with this; a wonderfully erudite description.  Now, take the idea that something emanated from the ALL and was equilibrated, et al, and instead of seeing it in the linear manner that the myths tell it, and see it in that same 'simultaneous now' and realize that this presents infinite journies for the Mage that would evolve to uncountable worlds.  The one journey that says, 'I'm tired' or 'I need a rest' is the one that takes you back to NOT or the Infinite Tao; that's the journey of the ego-loser. 
I think you have this exactly backwards. The feeling of tiredness is the effect of the gravity that pulls us back into material manifestation. This "gravity" is the attraction/repulsion of desire - "the lust of result" - that draws us back into the game. It is the heaviness and darkness of surrender and descent into sleep. The movement toward the light of higher consciousness of the Tao (Samadhi) requires a supreme effort of Olympian athletic intensity. It is like trying to swim against an undertow. The natural reaction is to allow the causative forces - reactions to our own actions - to pull us under. The work of transcendence is an "opus contra naturam", a struggle against natural tendencies. We are bound to the wheel of incarnation in the same sense that we are "bound" to the surface of the planet by gravity. You do not "lose the ego" by relaxing, sinking, giving in; it is the ego that you sink back into when you are too tired to fight on toward transcendence. 
 

___
 

This is a core difference between the ego-loser system and the way of the Mage.  For the Mage, gravity is the discipline that enables us to 'great works'; it's the guiding principle that is at the heart of the law of attraction and the formula of love under will.  
I agree that gravity enables great works, for the stronger the force you have to contend against, the harder you have to work. 
 

 

___
 

For the ego-loser, the journey is forsaken and but only the return to the infinite, by way of the loss of one's ego is supposedly desireable.  But the ego cannot seek to destroy itself unless perhaps, it hates itself (the pun on loser when I say ego loser).
The ego does not destroy itself by reuniting with the infinite/eternal perspective. It destroys only its false beliefs about its own nature.
 

 

___
 

Faith is being open to that which you hope to receive; the work of the Cup and the acceptance of the presence of holiness in your being. 

I am happy to embrace faith in this sense. This is actually the influence of Binah and is similar to what I have been calling "intuition".
 

___
 

You may have perhaps found something of value for yourself.  This is a marvelous thing and I applaud your commitment to your path.
Thanks. 
 

 

___
 

I've found most if not all lodges that have been founded in modern times and based in some way on this lineal idolatry (usually with one central figure being glorified and bitterly defended by his or her psychophants against the outside world) have immediately devolved into cults; some more and less dangerous, but all destructive; especially to the individual who may accidently get caught up with such a group.
It seems like this is the glass half empty vs. half full question once again. Many of these misguided cults, despite their errors and dangers, may provide genuine insights that can be of value to individuals as they work out their individual paths of initiation. "All words are sacred and all prophets true; save only that they understand a little...." The one thing a particular person needs to advance in hir dharma may be found synchronistically and serendipitously in even the most unlikely of places. This relates to what Grady McMurtry often said: "You can get enlightened just walking down the street." The trick is to truly pay attention - which you can only do once you have silenced the internal dialogue and achieved an equilibrium among the contending forces of the psyche.
 

Fiat Lux
Dale
www.Luminist.org
Hi Dale,
93
My condolences for you and your family...hopefully, everyone in your concern is coping well.  At the end of mourning is a flood of wonderful memories and big smiles.  :-)
Picking up from where we left off in your letter of 7/23/08:
___
 

[dg] Yet it is clear that Crowley's writings are referred to. [in the Class A comment] 

[pj] I disagree; it is clear that Ankh-f-n-Khonsu's writings are referred to, whom if we take as the "alter-ego" of Crowley, would be the one that wrote the Class A, AB and B material; and not every last document of Crowley's.
The relationship between the man Aleister Crowley and his various "alter egos" is a subtle matter. Certainly not all the works that came through Crowley's pen are of equal importance, but to take the signature of the comment too literally might be a mistake. 
I wrote rather poorly here...Ankh-f-n-Khonsu would be connected of course to the Class A and AB material, but more than likely not to the Class B material.  As the "scribe" it is that aethyric body of Crowley that received the impressions from the subtle realm that wrote the texts of these holy books.  One may choose to debate the idea of a praeternatural intelligence and even of the Secret Chiefs.  But Crowley's proofs that these writings were not of the character and nature of the 'imp' are rather persuasive arguments.  Appealing only to the writings of Ank-f-n-Khonsu ('Life of the Moon' --subtle body) would be a search for connectivity and consistency in the writings of the A-A/B canon as a whole or a totality.  Therefore, we would be unconcerned with Crowley's commentary, placing it more realistically in a Class C (pedagogic) category.  If you read Motta's commentary, you'll see at certain points, Motta is brilliant at showing Crowley's mundane egoity in some of his commentaries.  So really, Ank-f-n-Khonsu is offering a hint at a Thelemic Qabalah in his commentary.  And an important part of Qabalistic practice is that we each, utilize our own aethyric body; the Soul or Ruach to the strength that we built into it from our practice of Magick.
The official comment plays like a riddle, giving evidence of the Trickster; Mercury/Thoth.  It would seem an obvious deduction to conclude that the scribe signed it and was referring to ITself.  Including the visions of Liber 418, the Holy Books of Thelema offer an incredibly whole and consistent vision that brilliantly connects itself with an ancient line of peculiarly Western propaganda on a secret cosmogonical ontology.  The symbolism used to portray this show the construction of a mythology that has been kept out of the Western exoteric canon for viably political reasons that no longer serve us as individuals, nor as a society.
Tying itself to the extra-canonical and more mystical pseudpipha and apocrypha, shows an evolution from origins where more than likely the East and West mutually connected.  This seems to have once been preserved in the Library at Alexandria.  But nevertheless, the West developed its own approach in pursuit of this ancient Wisdom; as the East did as well.  And while it is good to understand both systems, it is yet better to apprehend that more ancient source, which will then serve as a way of validating Thelema in its alleged corrective revelation.
The Class A texts are of course primary sources. 
The only truly Class A text is Liber AL.  I would argue that Liber 418 should also be included in this class (really Class A/B), though of course, the text is really written by Crowley to convey his visions.  Certainly, praeternatural intelligences are speaking directly to him in these Enochian (Nephilim) visions and his brilliant recall shows a mind samadhically connected to these planes of consciousness.
The Class B texts cover a wide assortment of materials, including Liber Librae which we have discussed recently, and Little Essays Toward Truth, as well as the Book of Thoth - to mention a few highlights. 
Liber Librae is not a holy book; nor does it belong to the A.'.A.'..  It was originally a knowledge lecture of the Golden Dawn, that Crowley included in his O.T.O. schematic.  Technically, it's a Class C (pedagogic) document in the overall Thelemic indexing and classification scheme.  Little Essays Toward Truth and the Book of Thoth would also be Class C and therefore outside the accepted canon and scheme of Holy Books, which comprise Class A and A/B, exclusively.
Some material in Class C appears to be quite important also - such as Aha!  Some important texts, including Magick Without Tears and The Psychology of Hashish, are unclassified. 
This is untrue, the classification schematic applies according to the nature of the writing and who wrote it; Crowley or Ank-f-n-Khonsu.  Class A is pure praeterhuman dictation, where Class A/B includes some highly inspired invections from the mind of the imp.  Class B falls outside this and is only from the highly inspired mind of the imp; Class C is instructional in nature as Class D is the collection of 'official' rituals.  What remains is Class E--broadsides, et al.
The primary purpose of the comment, as I understand it, is to delay the inevitable development of schisms and splinter-groups forming around differing interpretations of Liber AL by suggesting that we should "agree to disagree" on contentious points while continuing to seek clarification independently on an individual basis by continued study and contemplation. The danger of degeneration of any prophetic current into fundamentalism is very real and is particularly relevant to Thelema. The danger posed by fundamentalist Christianity and Islamic extremism will be miniscule in comparison to the likely deranged mania of future fundamentalist Thelemite cults.
The danger here is in making Crowley not final and perfect authority.  The official comment to AL bids us to the Class A and Class A/B writings and not to the imp.  In order to do this, we need to develop our visionary capacity that connects to the Western ontology as we are conditioned into the Western egregore.  The path of Peh becomes the introductory study and practice for the Practicus and Philosophus of the A.'.A.'. and that builds the proper comprehension of all relative archetypes as portrayed in Liber 418 and its essential connection to the pseudpegriphacal Western subculture.
Crowley set up a skeleton; a very large skeletal reaffirmation of the Western Mystery Tradition and there's much meat to place on those bones, if we are to keep this a living, evolving and developing tradition.  The systems of the East may not have been severed by political inteference as they were in the West, but these Eastern systems have become frozen and rigid.  HPB's extractions serve is in that they show where East and West connect, but it is the renewal of the Western current that is the essential genius of Thelema.  This requires more prophets and prophecy and a deeper comprehension of what has already been set before us.
___
 

 

[dg] As the Jivatman, the Atman exists in you, *as* you - as the point of mystery from which your sense of conscious presence arises. The intellect is one way the Atman manifests within us - one aspect of the whole Self - and the intuition is another. Neither of these *are* the Atman in toto, though both are *manifestations of* the Atman. In many humans neither the intellect nor the intuition are consciously developed or awakened, but exist in a state of latency or potential, and consciousness is focused more on the level of the Nephesh or "animal soul"; in others the intellect is more developed and the intuition is more latent, or vice versa. The initiate path involves awakening all of the faculties or "parts of the soul" so that they are fully functional and balanced in perfect harmony.

[pj] That's wonderfully poetic, with no basis in fact; except that the more popularized versions of Hinduism in this country also echo the same idea.  And like most in this country with superstitious (sophist) minds, the logic is in reverse.  The first point is considered the truth with the subsequent arguments to prove it, actually themselves dependent on the  support of the original statement for validation; what in philosophy is called the creation of a tautology.
Now you've lost me. What is it that you are saying is "poetic"? Thanks for the compliment, but I see nothing in my statement that fits that description. If you are referring to my use of the term "mystery", this is not intended as a poetic expression, but rather as the most precise descriptive term I can find for the point of origin of consciousness which is in fact mysterious. (It is worth noting that the English word "mystery" originates in the Greek mystēs, initiate.)
You consistently separate consciousness from matter as if they were two separate things.  Matter is simply crystallized or converted energy and is therefore also consciousness.  You implications are consistent and clear, that the Atman and the body are two separate objects and I don't see this at all.  I see an intimate connection between these two objects that while the body is alive and functional, are inseparable, and I argue that the alchemy of reincarnation must be a deliberate and conscious act.  Those who die in unconsciousness have the dispersion of the elements of their then partial Ruach without its necessarily whole and complete incarnation.  This mystery is portrayed in the Enochian visions of the Sons of God and the Daughters of Men; the whole Nephilim archetype as mythologized through the Holy Qabalah; and of which AL and 418 as well as all the Holy Books of Thelema are extensions and continuations on a theme...sotospeak.
What do you mean, "no basis in fact"? The one most basic, most incontrovertible fact possible is the fact of consciousness itself. It is the one thing you can know with absolute certainty - that consciousness is happening in you and as you. This is not poetry, but the most accurate way I can think of to express the reality of our existence. There is no argument in my statement; it is a simple reference to the Qabalistic doctrine of the parts of the soul. I would suggest a review of Chapter One of the "Little Essays Toward Truth" where these matters are discussed. <http://www.hermetic.com/crowley/littleessays/index.html> 
Again, it is this separation that you make as discussed immediately above.
There is an interesting correlation between the parts of the soul in Qabalah and the Vedic doctrine of the Indriyas as expressed in Patanjali's Yoga Sutras. Atman (Self)correlates with Yechidah (Kether); Asmita (individuality) correlates with Chiah (Chokmah); Buddhi (intelligence) correlates with Neschama (Binah); Manas (mind) correlates with Ruach (Tiphereth through Hod); and the Indriyas (the senses) correlate with the Nephesh (Yesod and Malkuth).
You have also said in our dialogue that Atman is a more generic label for all parts of consciousness; including Paratman and Jivatman.  This would make Atman to be synonymous witgh Asmita, Buddhi, and Manas; but not in your consistent separation, with Indriyas as these are dismissed as mayanic and illusory.  I say that the seeming illusion is in the fratctured nature of the senses; in the separation of energy in its perception and apprehension.  This is as a prism, bending light; and is accurately portrayed in the Veil of Qesheth (cf. my article: The Veil of Qesheth).  For that matter, you should turn to my writings on the Starry Gnosis and Golden Dawn Skies for the mythological ontology that I have been discussing.
___
 

 

[dg] And, still, your analysis does not account for the phenomenon of consciousness itself which the word Atman ordinarily refers to. I am left wondering if you mean to imply that consciousness arises as an epiphenomenon of the material body - which is the materialist view and is accepted by most mainstream scientists. If not, and if it has not always existed as I submit, then how and from whence, in your view, does consciousness come into being?

[pj] It seems that consciousness has no beginning and no end.  However, the human body is composed of billions of beings (the mitochondria), each with their own Atman (as defined in your lexicon) and the "lower ego" (as coined in the West) is really a complex of all these semi-conscious beings.  That which is said to be Jivatman would then even be assigned one to each cell in our body.
Yes, the Atman is holographically entirely present in each level of manifestation. Every cell in your body is alive and conscious with the very same consciousness that you have as a human individual. (That which is above is like that which is below.) It is misleading however to think of Atman as "assigned one to each cell" - rather, a more accurate expression would be that Atman is manifested equally and completely in every cell. This may seem like a minor difference but I believe the distinction is important. An equivalent phenomenological description would be that consciousness is occurring at the cellular level as well as at the level of the whole organism. 
Whatever the specifics in the holographic model (also discussed in GCL documents as previously referenced), the complete manifestation of consciousness included both its involutional descent into incarnation AND its arising as an "epiphenomenon of the material body".  These are united centrally in the Ruach with Tiphareth as its fullest and most balanced (beautiful) expression.  For those again, who die in unconciousness, the Ruach is torn in two with that consciousness that is material being lost back into the Earth and the mysterious material evolution that emanates from the same source of the involutionary consciousness, but on the opposite archway of the circle.  The destroyed Ruach is then no more and only non-differentiated consciousness survives to form a new Ruach (or in its dispersion, new Ruachs) and find again, a totality of being, which is its primeval urge.
___
 

 

The congealing process it seems to me, in my theoretical speculations, would be to bring these cells to full consciousness and then fully bring them to one unified purpose.
Rather than "bring the cells to full consciousness" I would say the task is to realize that the cells are conscious already. It is a process of recognition of the inter-relatedness of the cells and how the consciousness of the whole human self is holographically manifested within each cell. The phenomenon of consciousness (Atman) is identical in the whole and in each of its parts. The process of realization occurs in both directions - the human ego realizes that it is a self composed of multiple selves; and each cell realizes that it is a self that is a component of a larger whole. This process, when complete, results in a psychic synthesis of the whole self in which each individual component is known and recognized and in full communication with the whole. The individual cell does not lose its individuality in this process - individuality and universality are maintained simultaneously with no loss or diminution of either. 
Rather, you should say that the cells are 'consciousness' already, but have yet to be made fully conscious of both their infinite and infinitessimal nature.  But otherwise, I generally concur with your marvelously articulate description.
<snip>
Of course in talking about "sub-egos" we are also talking about autonomous psychic complexes that manifest as personality traits and tendencies, and here also it is important to recognize the authenticity of the unique perspective from which consciousness (Atman) perceives reality as manifested in each. Again, some of these complexes may manifest Saturnian, Martial, Venusian, etc. characteristics as certain qualities within the microcosm are reflected more fully than others. Rather than suppression of these complexes by an autocratic ego, a more Thelemic approach would appear to be recognizing the authenticity of each current and understanding its relation to the whole psyche. Congealing in this context would perhaps involve the achievement of a consensus of intent among the sub-egos, thereby as you say "bringing them to one unified purpose".
Yes, that generally seems to make the mark and is again, well articulated.  Remember also that the emotions are an analysis of perceptions and impressions made by the body and these cells and then brought to consciousness at a very rudimentary level.  It is the intellect then, that examines these emotions and that may or may not even conceive of the unconscious part of their nature.  This is in part the result of the refraction of the light as the unifed whole is not yet attained.  The congealing as an 'integration' seeks to align all these energies that the lens through which the light shines, no longer refract that light.
___
 

We know the body intrinsically works with many flaws in its healing and vitalizing processes; and that even the brain is a disordered and chaotic mess.  This is one reason why Crowley stresses the ordering of the mind and the development of intellectual clarity.  And unfortunately for the 'Intelligent Design' crowd, the body's imperfections reveal how impotent their intellects really are.  Sat Prem is especially clear in his book Life of the Cells, to demonstrate Mother and Sri Aurobindo's theory on how the cells of the body can often become destructive to the body in many cases where they incorrectly attack a physical ailment. Ofen enough, we've created medicines that more prevent them from their automatic responses that the body might heal before they kill it off altogether.  And they assert that full consciousness of the cells would prevent this.
When a cell fails to perform its optimal function (True Will) in relation to the organism that it is a part of, the overall health of the organism suffers. This is the meaning of the aphorism, "Cancer is cellular ego." In this aphorism "ego" describes a solipsistic dissociation of the individual entity from the larger being that it is a part of. Full consciousness of the cells involves an awareness of their interconnectedness with the larger being that includes them.
This I rebuke as a moralizing of the disease of cancer; indirectly it restates the theme of the right wing when it asserts that AIDS is a punishment by God for homosexuality.  More to what I mean, let's say for example, a virus invades an organ in the throat and in the body's reaction to this, the organ swells...this then, resulting in a choking that would ultimately kill the body.  For this, our medicine as produced anti-inflammatories; but if the cells of the body knew not to produce the swelling and wait for the body's natural antibodies to do their work, the cell would show a greater level of consciousness that is deliberating and non-reactionary.
The human body is yet imperfect and in need of a greater evolutionary development.  This will come with the perfection of the mind as much as with our medicine and technology.  Reducing illness to egoity, whether the egoity of the cells or of the psyche they comprise, hints at the superstitious nature of our more primordial herding forbears.  It is this type of thinking that we must be highly skeptical about as we strive to move towards Gnosis.
___
 

 

[pj] To say that the Jivatman simply needs to discover the Paramatman is really but half the formula.  And first, really, through the use of the abhored (in traditional Yoga instruction) 'siddhis' does the work of bringing to consciousness, the cells of the body, along with each, their innate consciousness to one congelation is an actuality in the operations of Magick.  A discovery, as you put it, of the Jivatman to apprehend the Paratman does not describe a congelation (not even symbolically).  So the Jivatman is not a ready formed being, but in using this terminology, would be the created being called 'asar un nefer', once congealed.  This requires the mastery of self and the creation and physical education of the astral body; then mastering other techniques in Magick.
[dg] Who is it then who does the work of congealing? 
[pj] You, me...whoever is interested in their own evolution.
You are dodging the question. What part(s) of the soul are you referring to when you say "you" or "me"? Who exactly is this "me"? This appears to  be the missing link in your theory of congellation. The concept of the Atman provides an answer. This, again, is a question that it is difficult to seriously research because of the "taboo against knowing who you are" as Alan Watts phrased it - there is a deeply ingrained inhibition that forces our attention away from this central question like the push of opposing magnetic poles. It is a subject that our minds refuse to think about. Overcoming this resistance is the object of yoga. This struggle is symbolized in one story in the Torah as an all-night wrestling match with an angelic being that enabled Jacob to "see god face to face" (Genesis 32:22-32) and the struggle of pratyahara is indeed similar to wrestling as the attention twists and fights to escape the grip of the will. (You will recall that "the vision of God face to face" is attributed to Chokmah in Liber 777, Table I, Col. XLV.) Crowley's approach to this struggle involved the use of various alchemical and Tantric means of "loosening the girders of the soul".
No...you assert that only that non-differentiated consciousness is the 'true self' and the 'essential self'.  I assert that the lower egos are all a part of that true self and include this non-differentiated part of being.  I assert that our separateness is as real as our interconnectedness, which makes our interactions real and not illusory...and makes our egoic sense of being as real and true as that which comes from the non-differentiated and non-self.
___
 

 

Otherwise, life is the purposeless and constant reincarnation until one can figure out how to free oneself from the cycle; as the Buddhists teach.  
I don't see how you arrive at the idea that this process of spiritual evolution is "purposeless". Self-realization is its own purpose. It is the will of consciousness to realize itself. Freeing oneself from "the cycle" is becoming able to do one's will without restriction. 
Consider AL I,44: "For pure will, unassuaged of purpose..." Purpose must be undiminished, unimpeded, with no distractions.  "...delivered from the lust of result..." The lust of result is an investment of psychic energy in a desired future state or event rather than in the reality of the present moment. It is called "desire" in Vedic and Buddhist philosophy. Without this "deliverance" ( = liberation) you cannot be fully present in here & now reality. 
This assumes that any desire can have no a priori connection with the here and now reality.  And I insist that is as intimate a component of this reality as anything else might be.
___
 

 

Magick is not about freeing oneself from the cycle; it is about using the cycle to create yet a more evolved individual and through this a more complicated and evolved race.  It is the Dharma of the movement in direction of our race.
In order to create a more evolved individual or race, first one must free oneself from the cycle of compulsion. The nature of this deliverance or liberation is described in Liber X (Porta Lucis): "First, there are many and diverse conditions of life upon this earth. In all of these is some seed of sorrow. Who can escape from sickness and from old age and from death? We are here to save our fellows from these things. For there is a life intense with knowledge and extreme bliss which is untouched by any of them. To this life we attain even here and now.... We therefore who are without the chains of ignorance...." <http://www.sacred-texts.com/oto/lib10.htm>
But this doesn't contradict my assertion.  Yes, in all things there is some seed of sorrow, as there is also soem seed of joy.  We must take them both and be "untouched" by them, which means, we must direct the wheel from the center and not ride its vicissitudes.  You and I are in total agreement on the need to lose ignorance; but for you that is the only end, for me, it is but the beginning of an amazing journey.
___
 

[dg] I would say that Paramatman contains all states of possible evolution within its totality. This again relates to the idea that Paramatman exists in a dimension that transcends and includes time and space as we know them. The entire process of organic evolution on planet Earth, from the first spark of life in the primordial slime to the unknown far-future shape that our eventual descendants might take, may be observed from the perspective of Paramatman as a whole - all the changes that have occurred or will occur at every stage are equally observable; every moment of past or future time is equally simultaneous. This is the perspective of the Tao. Every one of those moments is still fully real and absolutely authentic. The same is true about every individual life; from one's first breath to one's last, every moment of consciousness is simultaneously *now* from the perspective of Paramatman. 

[pj] I would more than concur with this; a wonderfully erudite description.  Now, take the idea that something emanated from the ALL and was equilibrated, et al, and instead of seeing it in the linear manner that the myths tell it, and see it in that same 'simultaneous now' and realize that this presents infinite journies for the Mage that would evolve to uncountable worlds.  The one journey that says, 'I'm tired' or 'I need a rest' is the one that takes you back to NOT or the Infinite Tao; that's the journey of the ego-loser. 
I think you have this exactly backwards. The feeling of tiredness is the effect of the gravity that pulls us back into material manifestation. This "gravity" is the attraction/repulsion of desire - "the lust of result" - that draws us back into the game. It is the heaviness and darkness of surrender and descent into sleep. The movement toward the light of higher consciousness of the Tao (Samadhi) requires a supreme effort of Olympian athletic intensity. It is like trying to swim against an undertow. The natural reaction is to allow the causative forces - reactions to our own actions - to pull us under. The work of transcendence is an "opus contra naturam", a struggle against natural tendencies. We are bound to the wheel of incarnation in the same sense that we are "bound" to the surface of the planet by gravity. You do not "lose the ego" by relaxing, sinking, giving in; it is the ego that you sink back into when you are too tired to fight on toward transcendence. 
It is the lust of result that pulls us from the natural course of our orbit by removing the spontaneous attraction that produces the gravity.  Gravity is the force of love in manifestation and the path of the Mage that will bring one to world after world in an infinite journey.  But if manifestation is the error and/or the evil as postulated by the ego-loser mentality; then there is no yearning for attaction and connection as NUIT inspires; and there is no indulgence in the sacramental vices that HADIT inspires and there is no transcendental evolution that Ra-Hoor-Khuit explodes with.
It is not that the natural tendencies are a priori wrong or evil or debilitating, but that they are not properly yoked and refined to produce greater rapture:
AL II.70:  "There is help & hope in other spells.  Wisdom says: be strong!  Then canst thou bear more joy.  Be not animal; refine thy rapture!  If thou drink, drink by the eight and ninety rules of art: if thou love, exceed by delicacy; and if thou do aught joyous, let there be subtlety therein!"

Crowley's comment is significant here:
   It is absurd to suppose that 'to indulge the passions' is necessarily a reversion or degeneration.  On the contrary, all human progress has depended on such indulgence.  Every art and science is intended to gratify some fundamental need of nature.  What is the ultimate use of the telephone and all the other inventions on which we pride ourselves?  Only to sustain life, or to protect or reproduce it; or to subserve Knowledge and other forms of pleasure.
   On the other hand, the passions must be understood properly as what they are, nothing in themselves, but the diverse forms of expression employed by the Will.  One must preserve discipline.  A passion cannot be good or bad, too weak or too strong, etc. by an arbitrary standard.  Its virtue consists solely in its conformity with the plan of the Commander-in-Chief.  Its initiative and elan are limited by the requirements of his strategy.  For instance, modesty may well cooperate with ambition; but also it may thwart it.  This verse counsels us to train our passions to the highest degree of efficiency.  Each is to acquire the utmost strength and intelligence; but all are equally to contribute their quota towards the success of the campaign.
and...
   "Exceed by delicacy": this does not mean, by refraining from so-called animalism.  One should make every act a sacrament, full of divinest ecstasy and nourishment.  There is no act which true delicacy cannot consecrate.  It is one thing to be like a sow, unconscious of the mire, and unable to discriminate between sweet food and sour; another to take the filth firmly and force oneself to discover the purity therein, initiating even the body to overcome its natural repulsion and partake with the soul at this Eucharist.  We 'believe in the Miracle of the Mass' not only because meat and drink are actually "transmuted in us daily into Spiritual Substance", but because we can make the "Body and Blood of God" from any materials soever by Virtue of our royal and Pontifical Art of Magick.
This is the very antithesis of the ego-loser's assertions of denial and removal...it is the opposite of asserting one's Will, which also must come through the ego as through every other component of the psyche and organ and cell of the body.
___
 

This is a core difference between the ego-loser system and the way of the Mage.  For the Mage, gravity is the discipline that enables us to 'great works'; it's the guiding principle that is at the heart of the law of attraction and the formula of love under will.  
I agree that gravity enables great works, for the stronger the force you have to contend against, the harder you have to work. 
Gravity is not a force that works against us...it is the very nature of love and attraction...it is the integrity of the orbit of every star.
___
 

 

For the ego-loser, the journey is forsaken and but only the return to the infinite, by way of the loss of one's ego is supposedly desireable.  But the ego cannot seek to destroy itself unless perhaps, it hates itself (the pun on loser when I say ego loser).
The ego does not destroy itself by reuniting with the infinite/eternal perspective. It destroys only its false beliefs about its own nature.
This must be conceived of, accepted, directed and performed by the ego, as it is only the ego that acts (especially as it naturally has control of the psyche)...how?
___
 

 

I've found most if not all lodges that have been founded in modern times and based in some way on this lineal idolatry (usually with one central figure being glorified and bitterly defended by his or her psychophants against the outside world) have immediately devolved into cults; some more and less dangerous, but all destructive; especially to the individual who may accidently get caught up with such a group.
It seems like this is the glass half empty vs. half full question once again. Many of these misguided cults, despite their errors and dangers, may provide genuine insights that can be of value to individuals as they work out their individual paths of initiation. "All words are sacred and all prophets true; save only that they understand a little...." The one thing a particular person needs to advance in hir dharma may be found synchronistically and serendipitously in even the most unlikely of places. This relates to what Grady McMurtry often said: "You can get enlightened just walking down the street." The trick is to truly pay attention - which you can only do once you have silenced the internal dialogue and achieved an equilibrium among the contending forces of the psyche.
Yes, and I have learned quite a bit in my sojourn through some of the cults.  And thankfully, I have been of a keener mind, to take that learning without being corrupted by the cult.  And I've no real concern for those that though they may have also gained in knowledge, then failed in their moral commitment to the work and betrayed their integrity and see their candles then flicker out.  Though these bodies may be a way, they are not necessarily a good or a strong way and there are yet, better ways for those that have a better vision to apply to the work of formulating the renewal of the Western Mystery Tradition.  This renewal has yet been quite weak with an overall blind search for the establishment of cultural and institutional mores.  Yet  this is the slow nature of such work and we are barely over a hundred years into this current.  How can we really possibly see what may be five hundred years from now?
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