Hi All,
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It is great when you get confirmation of something...perhaps its a validation...I've always thought of the saying by Joseph Campbell, "Follow your bliss" on a par with "Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law."  And when Lynette said to me in a phone call that she felt that way about it...well...it was just great.
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Hi Paul,
 

Im so glad you addressed this. This goes into a long discussion we had not to long ago concerning the 93 Current. 
 

Truth is truth. Just like the true sense of chaos, it exists everywhere and in everything. It cannot be placed in one part of the QBLH, it cannot be rationalized. It just is. Like the Sun. It just is. But because it just "Is" it cannot show itself in just one form because then it will be saying that it is only that one form and no other. That is why it has to show itself to us by wearing different masks. And that is what the Current is all about. It is Truth. And the validation of this truth is when other paths or teachings that have no background or have been influenced by Thelema share the same idealogy. The same core insights. 
Joseph Campbell is one of these parellels to our current. He has no contact with Thelemic ideas but his concepts of "true bliss" are very similar to the concepts of "true Will" mentioned in our holy books.  
 

Going back to a previous discussion, Patritzia Norelli-Bachelet also fits into this current. Her ideas and concepts presented in "The Gnostic Circle" and other books by her parellel our Holy Books to a very scary level. We loved this. Finding others that have no introduction ot Thelema  show the same "Truth" thrills us. It validates the Truth even further. But unfortunatley it did not thrill her. When Paul pointed out all of these things excitedy, it threatened her greatly. She is of the mindset that she has the "One True Way". To admit that the two are very similar would invalidate her being the "One True Way", and she doesnt want to be brought down from her pedestal. She believes she discovered something that has never existed before, so even if she agreed with Paul (which she did in earlier emails, she was astonished with the similarites) but she cannot admit it to herself because it would break down this "God" complex she has. It is all a real shame. But unlike her, we still see her work as amazing and part of the 93 Current. That will never change. It is just a shame she will not interact with us so we can further learn from each other. I will always highly recommend her work to others. Because it is "Truth". And to deny truth is to deny oneself.
 

I am looking forward to a further discussion on this topic.
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-Lynette
Liber AL Ch. I-
8. The Khabs is in the Khu, not the Khu in the Khabs.
 

=====
our thinking of the universe was geocentric, or earth-centered (Catholic Church remember), before Copernicus developed his heliocentric, or sun-centered, model. 
 

Why was the Church so afraid of criticism of the Ptolemic model? The Ptolemic model showed the heavens working in a way that seemed divine. It made use of perfect circular orbits and encouraged the belief that the sun, moon, and stars were perfect unchanging bodies. The placement of the earth at the center of the known universe, confirmed, in the eyes of the theologians, that human beings occupied a very special place in the universe; that God had placed us in a unique position. Theologians used the Ptolemic model to support Christianity, and looked at any criticism of the model, as a criticism of God, himself.
 

dupes of the Black Lodge are also earth-centered...mistaking the Khu for the Khabs and ending in stagnation (static state) of spirituality, instead of dynamic.
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Cammy
Hi Cammy, 
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Quite insightful! 

Crowley writes on this: 

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

And Motta writes on this: 

When A.C. says, above, “Did we then suppose the converse?” he is speaking with his tongue in his cheek.  He knows perfectly well that all religions, without one single solitasry exception, suppose the converse.  He, himself, had once supposed the converse.<?xml:namespace prefix = o ns = "urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office" /><o:p></o:p>
          This central mystery reveald by Aiwass was the darkest secret of most Initiatic Schools.  All religions start as Methods of Theurgy; as Method degenerates into Routine, Blind Faith becomes more virtuous than Experience, and Dogma is born.  Then God is put on a pedestal, where He, or She, or It, is less uncomfortably present when you indulge your basest appetites such as Preaching and Saving Souls.<o:p></o:p>
          The formidable nature of the Book of the Law becomes apparent when we see that this “Dark Mystery” is the first and simplest of its revelations.  No wonder organized religions everywhere fought it!  No wonder “Initiatic Orders” which had only this “Awful Truth”—“Osiris is a Black God”—to mask their financial and political maneuvers clamored that Aleister Crowley was a very wicked man.<o:p></o:p>
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As we now know, the planets do not have "perfect circular orbits." rather, they are elliptical (so is the earth), though some are becoming increasingly circular again. gravity is weird, eh?

 

qlippothic (sp?), as was mentioned in a different thread.

 

on a slightly different note, in astigmatism, the eyes are football-shaped rather than round. the eyes are strained by anything that moves faster than them, driving included. it's a normal flaw to have imperfect vision; it's a rare person who is born 20/20 esp. into older age.
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Cammy

Hi:

 

Joseph Campbell has always been a great read. Thanks for the comment.

I was wanting to make a reply if I might about the Khabs and Khu. I don't claim to be really well read on any of this, but I have read a bit on Gnosticism and The Book of the Law.

 It is my understanding that traditionally, according to Egyptian Mythology, the Khu is the Guardian Angel, and the Khabs is perhaps a mistranslation of the shadow essence. I take the statement to be sort of a parable that says that the Guardian Angel isn't something within us, but all around us, and the Khabs is the shadow reflected by its light. Our finite minds cannot comprehend the infinite but we can comprehend the finite clues that point to the infinite. So we celebrate only that which we can understand. We cannot celebrate the infinite, as the word becomes a finite symbol of a finite concept of what each thinks the infinite represents.

 

What I get when I read the Book of the Law is a hodgepodge of the various religious ideas througout history. There is the Christian identity in the whole Beast-Scarlet Woman metaphor, There is the attempt to resolve the Buddhist dilema in the first book. There are references to African aboriginal belief systems: Obeah and Wanga. There is the mixing of Greek and Egyptian elements etc... It seems to me that Crowley was trying to create a new synthesis.

 

Thanks again.

(Alamantra, pretending to be John Bell; he enjoyed mocking us; after all, what should a dupe of the Black Lodge do?…something spiritual?!  This conversation took place at the time of the ‘censure’ he organized and when he sent his religious hate symbol on a trophy to the leader of this egroup.  As a dupe, he can preach Do what thou wilt, but he’ll be damned if he’ll let anyone else practice it.)

Hi John, 
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First off, I'd say that the Khabs is the Hadit/center of your being...the Star that you are.  Although there does seem to be something initially interesting in equating the HGA within with the Khabs and the HGA without with the Khu, which is the magickal garment or soul that the Khabs/spirit wears...Crowley writes that to descripte the initiation into Adepthood with the phrase 'Knowledge & Conversation of Thine Holy Guardian Angel' is so ridiculous, that one would not misunderstand the nature of the experience. 

But I wouldn't relate either the Khu or the Khabs to the shadow experience as decribed in Jungian science.  Again, the Khabs is your innermost light...the L.V.X.  The Khu is its magickal garment...you could say, your etheric double.  And in terms of the PNB/Mother/Sri Aurobindo current, they speculate that this double is in essence the true physical body that the energy of this body must ultimately be transferred to.  This goes hand in hand with the elemental work that begins one's tutelage in the A.'.A.'. 

And yes, Thelema is quite syncretic.  I would say that it's a matter of Gnosis when it comes to one's perspective on Liber AL.  The more I get 'inside' the book and have direct Gnosis of it, the less I can see that Crowley wrote it.  So I wouldn't agree with your perspective in that regard...but I have noted very strongly how much Thelema includes from so many different traditions.  Just as important...how much it excludes. 
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