93!

Thank you for letting me participate in your online community. I am Jason and from from Salt Lake City, Utah. Does anyone have any Lam experiences or know where to get info on other peoples experiences with

Lam? I have some of my own, but I'm unsure if this is an appropriate place to discuss them.

Thanks again,

93./.93./.

~/Jason H

93!

On http://www.a-m-h-r.org/aa/mystery.html I see that Lam = 58. I'm a bit confused as to how that is. I come up with 71 (prime, as well as it has the meaning of silence), but if I take M as a final Mem, it = 631

(again prime meaning 'Conceal Mystery'). --Also, in 777 Aleph, Lamed, Mem --alm -- = 71, or silence) 58, however, is rather interesting in that, as Frater Zephyros says, it can be reduced to 13 by AIQ BKR

(unsure on AIQ BKR, but 45 (summation of 1-9, also ADM), + 13 (unity) = 58 )

So, my question is, how do you get 58 from Lam?

Thanks much,

93./.93./.

~/Jason

Hi Jason,

93

My study on Lam can be found in my article:  http://www.a-m-h-r.org/aa/mystery.html.  There's more of course in the Grant files on Peter Koenig's website.  In my own reflections, Lam is a universal archetype of the H.G.A.  And the Lam-Serpent Sadhana is about generating a Gnostic 'Dialogue with the Savior.'  Such a dialogue has of course, it's most profound expression in Liber LXV.  But you would probably need to connect with the Typhonian O.T.O. for those of direct experience.  Some Maatian people may be easier to approach as several of them are disgruntled and former Typhonians.

93/93

pj

Hi Jason,

93

I got 58 from the English QBL that I developed.  See my article:  http://www.a-m-h-r.org/aa/Liber%20805.html.

93/93

pj

Hi Jason,

93

As another note on this; when considering Lam as a Nephilitic Angel, we may also consider all of Crowley's contacts as such.  You may be interested in exploring his workings involving Albuldiz, Amalantra, Bartzabel and of course, Aiwass!

93/93

pj 

93

Hello Jason.

This is a highly appropriate forum to discuss any theme pertaining the 

Thelemic culture, be it post, pre or Crowleys time. The method to deal with themes not personal interesting is omit reading, or using the delete button rightaway.

The workgroup put up for Lam is of course Typhonian OTO, where a good 

primer is Koenigs page where he have a collection of texts including Grants initial Lam Statements. http://user.cyberlink.ch/~koenig/staley.htm

Conscerning the Lam mythos as it appears after Crowley, it seems that many have still not read Crowleys Poem "The garden of Janus", where Crowley describes the child of his bowels as a variant of the Lam figure. 

http://www.the-equinox.org/vol1/no2/eqi02006.html

As I undestand the poem, Crowley describes the birth of this figure as the consequence of wrestling with his personal shadow. And the theme of 

reconciliation of dualities I regard as the path to this event, that I also regard as creating the personal contact with "the crowned and conquering Child". I never understood the importance of Lam and the description of the figure, I always thought that the path was the most important. So in this way, much or most of my work can be regarded as actions along these lines - but I have never called Lam. I have rather called Heru and lot of his variants including Heru Ra Ha.

And so far, I have seen little results or records on Lam workings. It may be that backissues of Starfire contains something. But However I find the theme intriguing and I could enjoy to hear / read more about this theme.

93 93

Runar

93!

Was looking at something you may be interested in.

When adding up LAM using 777, Lam = 71. Also, Aleph,

Lamed, Mem ALM (silence) = 71. However, when looking

at the letters of ALM in 777, it is spelt as Aleph,

Lamed, Mem Final. This, as well as LAM (mem final)

would make it = 631. 631 = 'Concealed Mystery'. Why

would they (Crowley and/or Bennett) spell ALM with a

Mem final, but still make it = 71? A bit interesting

to me.

93./.93./.

~/Jason

Hi Runar and Jason,

93

It is interesting to note that no transcripts of any receptions from Lam seem ever to have been published in Starfire.  I have a few back issues and those that actually present the Lam-Serpent Sadhana.  And there's nothing more than the theory and history.  If the Typhonians are actually doing any work in this regard, they are sharing it with nobody.  Even the x-Typhonians (mostly Maatians now) don't do this type of work.  

It seems more to me that they've built a theoretical house and they don't know how to furnish it.  Even when finally we have seen the transcriptions from the Nu-Isis Lodge in Grant's last book of his trilogy of trilogies, we find nothing but gibberish.  Yet in my conversations with Staley, he seems to have a profound understanding and experience of the Kundalini; so integral in Grant's work.

93/93

pj

Hi Jason,

93

Crowley at times seems to have enjoyed using any convention that would fit his purpose.  At other times, he seems to be able to use both values of a letter (its initial value and its final) to further extrapolate on a point.

93/93

pj

In a message dated 9/6/2004 9:32:09 PM Eastern Daylight Time, karl24@start.no writes:
<<And so far, I have seen little results or records on Lam workings. It may be that backissues of Starfire contains something.>>
Michael Staley has an article called "The Lam-Serpent Sadhana" in Starfire Vol II, No. 1.
 

93
Ann
Hi Ann,
93
Yes, I have that issue.  But it is just an essay on the nature and theory of the work.  There are no records extant of any Typhonian actually DOing the work and of what they transmitted after having done it.
93/93
pj
Hi All,

 

93

 

I’ve noticed that we’ve left JohnMoon out of a few recent posts. Be sure to hit “reply all” when replying to messages. 

 

Anyway… I read Grants article on LAM, and, quite honestly, I do not see the extreme importance that the Typhonians place on this Spirit. I lean towards PJ’s comment that LAM is a archetype for the HGA, and I sense this in Crowley’s poem and in the descriptions of LAM by Grant and Staley. But, just to offer a slightly skewed idea: LAM could be the personification of the Silent Self, Harpocrates, which is quite different than the Holy Guardian Angel. While experimentation into the nature of LAM seems worthwhile, as a means of subjective “extra-terrestrial” exploration, Liber 231 offers this in a much more structured manner. I am curious about Grant’s idea of LAM being an objective, universal spirit inhabiting “extra-terrestrial” space, whether interior or exterior to one’s own being. 

 

93/93

Paul David Thomas 

Hi Paul,
93
Grant is working towards a modern mythology where what was once referred to as angels or genii are to be referred to as ETs.  This is the beginning of his hysteria in my opinion.  As an archetype for the H.G.A. or even Harpocrates (as I think Grant would've at one time concurred with you on), Grant is creating in my view, a Thelemic metaphorical Jesus; such as the original Gnostics used before it was usurped and made into an actual person (and later, a god) by the Romans.
93/93
pj
Hi PJ,

93

 

I enjoy Grant’s definition of ET, which, in essence, describes an intelligence that is not bound to the Earth; this includes internal entities or spirits as well as those that lay outside an individual’s consciousness. This is where the paradox begins, and Grant acknowledges this as well, that consciousness is a continuum therefore all entities are within the scope of the individual’s consciousness. The use of the term “ET” removes the science from the realm of ‘occultism’ and places it in the realm of science fiction. 

 

Staley equates HPK with the HGA, which in my opinion is a bit restricting of the nature of the HGA; of course I cannot say for certain until such time…but in relation to Gnostic ideas, LAM= Gnostic Jesus is close to the mark, in that dialogue with the universal archetype will bring gnosis, but I sense even in my initial readings of the LAM material, that this is becoming distorted, and LAM is looked upon as an objective entity one must communicate with in order to achieve gnosis. 

 

93/93

Paul David Thomas

Hi Paul,
93
I would agree with you.  The metaphorical image is quickly corrupted into a demiurgic being; betraying any Gnostic quality that it could have had.
93/93
pj
93!

Runar, I agree, I've been trying to find what their

conclusions are myself, but to no avail. I've been

reading through my diary and will post (probably

tomorrow) what I've experienced. Sorry for the delay,

I've been having a Feast the last few days. --personal

reasons. :) --

~/Jason
