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	Post subject: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 14, 2005 - 12:01 AM #1662 


	


Joined: Nov 07, 2003
Posts: 99

Status: Offline 


	93! 

Browsing through old news here on lashtal and just having reread the "genesis of the book of the law trilogy" (by the way, any opinions on that one? Aiwass reincarnated in Aleister and Rose's unborn child?) I found a posting concerning those alleged inconsistencies in AC's account of the history of the reception of Liber AL. The original news can be found here: 

http://lashtal.com/nuke/modules.php?op= ... le&sid=152 

Has anybody heard of any new developments to that story? Are there any new opinions? Is it possible that he received the book on open sea? If the whole story is a fake, why didn't he check the dates? Nobody would be hurt if the official reception date would be 4 days earlier, would one? Or is there any hidden meaning in the dates April 8,9 and 10 so that AC felt it would be better to have it written then? 

I would highly appreciate if anybody of the much better informed and learned people here has anything new to share... 

Love=Law 
Lutz
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 14, 2005 - 12:51 AM #1663 


	


Joined: Jul 06, 2005
Posts: 2

Status: Offline 


	who really cares who/what was involved...its not the calendrical dates anyway, its the dates of YOUR reception, that matters. please dont try to split hairs with history- you'll end up with Atropos, Clotho and Lachesis unraveiling your soul.
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 14, 2005 - 01:28 AM #1664 


	


Joined: Nov 07, 2003
Posts: 99

Status: Offline 


	93! 

You are absolutely correct. The whole matter doesn't affect the contents and the implications and whatever more of the book, it doesn't affect the belief systems or spiritual paths of all those that feel influenced by the book at all, nor does the real existence of Aiwass or even AC himself. I simply wonder WHY AC might have forged the dates. Did he believe that these dates were of any importance? Probably, or it would not make sense to redate the reception. Or did he simply made a mistake in his memory? That on the other hand would astonish me. So, it might not be important in any spiritual or philosophical sense, but it is interesting and keeps one's brains fresh and alive to wonder about it - a good thing, I believe. 

Love=Law 
Lutz
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 14, 2005 - 01:59 AM #1665 


	


Joined: Jul 06, 2005
Posts: 2

Status: Offline 


	I would say it does and does not matter, but I will say one thing that what We (2 solo aspirants) experienced at 12:00 noon April 10 2004, in the "Fairchild" Garden Audobon nature center, for a full half hour or so, was a complete affirmation of TIMING.....For a Lone HAWK circled and landed on a branch near us, and SAT THERE for a spell, about 8 feet away, so close its talons were gleaming, we both felt FEAR, and ELATION...reverent at least we seared permamently in our soul Some king of old,.we actually sat down on the path below Him and meditated upon his eyes...utterly stunning....this really DID happen. Did we invoke it or did someone else hold 'the door' open at that time I assume we held the keys.... 
in 93 
parzival... 

P.S anybody else share similar Thelemic moments??
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 14, 2005 - 09:52 AM #1666 


	


Joined: Dec 18, 2004
Posts: 41

Status: Offline 


	93, 

Early on Crowley did not place any particular importance to the dates. In The Temple of Solomon The King (Equinox vol.1 no.7) he seems to be vaguely recalling from missing or defective diaries when he says: "it must have been the 7th..." 

April 1st would not be a particularly apposite choice of date - if choices have anything to do with it - because it is associated in England with practical jokes. 

Talking of practical jokes today is Bastille Day when the Marquis de Sade called from the window of his almost empty and lightly defended prison, "Help, help! They are cutting the throats of all the prisoners." (No one was). This precipitated the French Revolution. Mormonism is another example of an influential and successful practical joke. 

Never underestimate a good prank. 

OK
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 14, 2005 - 06:34 PM #1667 


	


Joined: Mar 02, 2004
Posts: 41

Status: Offline 


	parzival wrote: › Select ›‹ Expand
I would say it does and does not matter, but I will say one thing that what We (2 solo aspirants) experienced at 12:00 noon April 10 2004, in the "Fairchild" Garden Audobon nature center, for a full half hour or so, was a complete affirmation of TIMING.....For a Lone HAWK circled and landed on a branch near us, and SAT THERE for a spell, about 8 feet away, so close its talons were gleaming, we both felt FEAR, and ELATION...reverent at least we seared permamently in our soul Some king of old,.we actually sat down on the path below Him and meditated upon his eyes...utterly stunning....this really DID happen. Did we invoke it or did someone else hold 'the door' open at that time I assume we held the keys.... 
in 93 
parzival... 

P.S anybody else share similar Thelemic moments?




93 
My experience: 
http://www.lashtal.com/nuke/index.php?n ... 9844db20cf 

I've since interpreted the meditations as perhaps a glimpse of Tiphareth. It was an intoxicating experience, to say the very least.And it feels like it happened ages ago.. 
It's very interesting that you saw a hawk on the 10th. I imagine that was stunning. 

Can anyone share the charts for the dates in question? 
93 93/93 
10BEARS
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 14, 2005 - 06:55 PM #1668 


	


Joined: Jul 06, 2004
Posts: 91
Location: U.K.
Status: Offline 


	I telephoned Stephen Rabson, P&O's historian and archivist at the National Maritime Museum today, and he provided me with several important details. Firstly, however, the plot so far: 

1. Bill Heidrick reports that Martin Starr has traced Crowley's passage on the S.S. Osiris (a P&O ship) from Port Said in April 1904 (he doesn't say when). 
2. David R. Jones reports that he has been to view the Mormons' archive in Salt Lake City, and has seen a passenger list of the S.S. Commonwealth (then owned by the Blue Anchor Line, but bought by P&O in 1910) which shows Crowley and Besant leaving Port Said on the 6th of April. (He also talks about the Bulaq Museum and an alleged hotel bill, which is circumstantial.) 

The Blue Anchor Line ran emigrant ships to Australia going exclusively via the Cape, and so Port Said was not on the Commonwealth's route. 
http://www.theshipslist.com/ships/lines/blueanchor.htm 
This was confirmed by Stephen Rabson, who said that he was not aware of the Blue Anchor Line ever going via the Mediterranean, nor could he think of any reason why it would. Of course, it's not out of the question; but as an aside, the S.S. Commonwealth was basically a 3rd class ship with perhaps a dozen or so 1st class berths -- hardly a vessel fit for a honeymoon! 

David R. Jones also cites his intention to go to London and view P&O's passenger lists for 1904, but P&O do not have any passenger lists for either the Osiris or the Commonwealth. In particular, P&O bought the Blue Anchor business but not the company, and so never had any records for the Commonwealth. 

Regarding the S.S. Osiris, the shipping dates for April 1904 were as follows: 
Brindisi dep. 4th -- arr. 6th Cairo dep. 11th -- arr. 13th Brindisi 
Brindisi dep. 17th -- arr. 20th Cairo dep. 25th -- arr. 27th Brindisi 

So it would have been the 11th or more likely the 25th of April (assuming it was April at all). 

The S.S. Osiris was a time-saving shuttle which met up with the railway into Europe. The National Archive at Kew only holds records for passengers arriving in the U.K. from outside Europe, so couldn't be of help unless Crowley decided to waste time continuing his journey by sea, which would make the trip on the Port Said-Brindisi time-saving shuttle somewhat absurd. I have a suspicion that Aleister and Rose went via Paris (but others will know more), and that in itself would probably rule out the S.S. Commonwealth even for the Mediterranean. 

I have enquired of the Mormons about their alleged copy of the S.S. Commonwealth passenger list, and hopefully I will get an answer fairly promptly. A more likely source would be the Lloyd's List, which has details of all reports of ships entering or leaving port around the world, although it would seem that the 1904 list isn't available at the British Newspaper Library (at least on microfilm) 
Lloyd's List 
and so one would have to enquire directly. 

The alleged Crowley hotel bill on the 5th of April (either for food, drinks, rooms, etc.) is not only highly dubious but completely unsubstantiated. I find it hard to believe that any hotel would keep bills going back 100 years (unless they were unpaid!). When I stayed at the Majestic in Tunis (which is, incidentally, not a bad place to stay) and enquired about Crowley, it turned out they didn't even have the guestbook; though my French is pretty thin. At any rate, Crowley claimed to have rented a flat in Cairo, so even proof that he also used a hotel should hardly raise an eyebrow. 

There is evidence that he had stayed at the Tewfik Palace Hotel in Helwan under the name of Prince Chioa Khan, 
http://www.duaut.net/Gazette/PrincePrincess/1.htm 
http://www.duaut.net/Gazette/PrincePrincess/2.htm 
http://www.duaut.net/Gazette/PrincePrincess/3.htm 
and Crowley's diary entry "April 6. Go off again to H, taking A's p." suggests that he was even then moving to and from Helwan, and presumably using the hotel's services to some extent. Therefore, a Helwan hotel bill would tend to corroborate Crowley's story, not the reverse. 

The Bulaq/Boulak Museum "mistake" is also spurious, or at least misapplied, since Crowley was clearly only aware of one museum in Cairo which he referred to as "the museum at Cairo", and of course Crowley evidently did have intimate knowledge of one of the exhibits, made a copy of it, had bits translated, etc. 

In summary, I think that David R. Jones' claims are dubious in the extreme, and perhaps a wind-up. A look at Lloyd's List for 1904 would help to settle it, and anyone in the U.K. with a penchant for this type of research is welcome to finish off the job. I will give an update when I've heard back from the Mormons.

	

Last edited by ianrons on Dec 14, 2005 - 06:29 PM; edited 1 time in total 
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 14, 2005 - 07:20 PM #1669 


	


Joined: Nov 07, 2003
Posts: 99

Status: Offline 


	93! 

Wow! Thanks, ianrons... That's exactly what I meant when I wrote: "I would highly appreciate if anybody of the much better informed and learned people here has anything new to share... " 

So, it's probably much ado about nothing. Two sides to that story with your side obviously better and more convincingly documented so far. Thanks again... 

Love=Law 
Lutz
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 14, 2005 - 08:37 PM #1670 


	


Joined: Jul 06, 2004
Posts: 91
Location: U.K.
Status: Offline 


	Thanks for your kind remarks, Simon Iff. 

I got a reply from the Mormons. Curiously enough, they directed me to this site: 
http://www.theshipslist.com/ships/lines/dominion.html 
which refers to a different ship also called "Commonwealth" that was sold by Dominion to White Star in 1903, when it was renamed "Canopic", presumably so as not to clash with the 1902-built Blue Anchor "Commonwealth". However, the Mormons didn't say whether or not they had passenger lists (they suggested Google!). 

That's not David R. Jones' ship anyway: 
http://groups.yahoo.com/group/thelema93-l/message/14995 
and if you look here 
http://www.theshipslist.com/ships/descr ... hipsC.html 
you will see that the Canopic never went to Australia or Suez: 
"...she resumed Liverpool - Boston voyages on 14/1/1904 and later the same month commenced Boston - Naples - Genoa sailings." 

I think the Mormon passenger list for the Blue Anchor ship is now suspect, since the Mormon's haven't acknowledged its existence. However, further enquiry might yield better fruit if anyone can be bothered with this trivia. It might be easier to explain it to them by telephone, but I don't fancy making such a lengthy international call... 
http://www.familysearch.org/eng/Library ... ontact.asp 

By the way, the Lloyd's List is catalogued here: 
http://www.bl.uk/catalogues/newspapers/ ... itle=29168 
The microfilms are available at the issue desk of the Newspaper Library: 
The British Library, Newspaper Library, Colindale Avenue, London NW9 5HE 
+44 (0)20 7412 7353 / newspaper@bl.uk 

The P&O archivist and historian whom I mentioned in my previous post seemed very affable (he had heard of both Crowley and Besant, and seemed quite interested), and joked about "other ways" of finding information on Crowley! Furthermore (if anyone wants to verify the information I've recounted here), he specifically welcomed further enquiries on this topic: 
http://portal.pohub.com/portal/page?_pa ... oryID=1008
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 14, 2005 - 08:50 PM #1671 


	Site Admin
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Joined: Oct 04, 2003
Posts: 455
Location: Oxford, UK
Status: Offline 


	Ian, 

The circumstances surrounding the Cairo Working are of great interest to me and you have done all serious Crowley students - not to mention Thelema itself - a great service, not just for conducting the research but also for making it available to us all. 

On behalf of LAShTAL.COM: Thank you! 


Paul 
webmaster@lashtal.com
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 14, 2005 - 11:12 PM #1672 


	


Joined: Jul 06, 2004
Posts: 91
Location: U.K.
Status: Offline 


	Gosh, it feels nice to be appreciated for doing so little! Of course, none of this is conclusive thus far, so I hope someone is willing to take up the challenge of going to the Newspaper Library at Colindale (jeez!) and getting a copy/scan of the relevant page of Lloyd's List. If no-one responds, I suppose I could always ask one of the librarians to check it out, but it may be that David R. Jones will admit it was all a joke... having just looked at his post on t93 it seems like that's all it is. Is there a crime of "wasting Thelemites' time"? But, as I say, it's not conclusive thus far...
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 15, 2005 - 02:03 AM #1675 


	


Joined: Jul 15, 2005
Posts: 2

Status: Offline 


	Thanks for your time and effort ianrons. Now, if we could get the "First" clarified from Mr. Grant’s Mauve book, Astrologers like me would be much happier [image: image88.png]
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 15, 2005 - 04:17 PM #1682 


	


Joined: Jul 06, 2004
Posts: 91
Location: U.K.
Status: Offline 


	I think that issue, which was summarized by Peter-R. Koenig here: 
http://groups.yahoo.com/group/thelema93-l/message/16004 
was pretty well answered by henriebenholt in his reply here: 
http://groups.yahoo.com/group/thelema93-l/message/16027 

It reminds me of Pratchett's "Seventh Day Hoppists", who went around on one leg every Sabbath, owing to a misprint in their King James Bible: "Faith, Hop and Charity."
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 15, 2005 - 06:51 PM #1690 


	


Joined: Jul 15, 2005
Posts: 2

Status: Offline 


	Aye...I had seen the post. Pretty soon we gonna have to get as many of Crowley's TS on microfilm, so everyone can check for themselves [image: image104.png]
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	Post subject: RE: Reception of Liber AL inconsistencies  

Posted: Jul 16, 2005 - 08:58 PM #1700 


	


Joined: Jul 06, 2004
Posts: 91
Location: U.K.
Status: Offline 


	I can now confirm from "The Shipping & Mercantile Gazette and Lloyd's List" that there is no mention of the S.S. Commonwealth at Port Said -- either arriving or departing -- in the first two weeks of April 1904; nor is there a report of her passing Port Said (i.e., going through the Suez Canal) during that time. 

The S.S. Commonwealth was advertised as being due for departure from England to Australia via the Cape on the 29th of January that year, and the next departure from England was not until June the 16th. I didn't scour the voluminous and non-alphabetically-arranged records for where exactly the Commonwealth was in April, but as I've said, she apparently didn't use the Suez route anyway; and in any case, the burden of proof has shifted somewhat now! 

Some of you may have noticed Ben Fernee's post on t93, where he recounts a trip to the Theosophical Library in London. The records apparently indicate that Annie Besant left India on the 8th of April that year, and went on to give lectures in Italy around the 19th to the 22nd. The journey from Bombay to Port Said is roughly 3100 nautical miles, and the journey to Italy took 2 days we know; and so it would have taken an average speed of 15 knots to get to Port Said in time for a ship to Italy. Just about possible, I suppose; but it speaks against the claim that Besant went to Marseille (on the Commonwealth, or any other vessel). 

Incidentally, the S.S. Osiris left Port Said on the 12th of April at 11am, and if the Besant thing is accurate then it couldn't possibly have been the ship that Crowley sailed on. We are probably looking at around the 17th of April for a reasonable departure date. There might be some more detail in Besant's diaries, I suppose. It's all looking a bit odd, since there is of course that story written by Crowley at the time about a ship called "Osiris".


93 PJ!

 

This Ian Rons is a former Probationer of mine. He claimed at various points to be the Beast, the "secret" (of course) Head of OTO (for which the Caliphate threw him out), and many other things it would be improper of me to say re. a former "charge" - but it's as well to know who you're dealing with. Suffice to say I cut relations with him as there was no other sane option: "You can't make a silk purse out of a sow's ear" as A.C. reminds anyone unfortunate enough to oversee Probationers of this kind. When I broke with him last year, I heard from others he was still saying he had something to do with me & Albion O.T.O. - I let him persist in this folly, though he's desisted on that now - and he then turned up as the dogsbody for Lashtal. He still has this manic lust for detail - wherein is the "devil" as we know - lunatics are often plausible.

 

93 93/93.

 

Rob.

Hi Rob,

93

Thanks for the info...it's very difficult to follow this thread...both parties have no credulity.  I find myself impatient even when reading what they write...there's nothing edifying in it as I can't trust anything that either of them say.  Though it's always interesting though, to see what failed Probationers do.

93/93

pj

Perhaps they should study  the word Oath, before they take one, but that's just an opinion
Regards,
johnmoon3717@aol.com
Hi JohnMoon,
93
It's back to the age old key to spirituality...integrity.  We've spoken of this before and I have an article on the A.'.A.'. page of our website that specifically addresses this. http://www.amhr.org/aa/Morals%20&%20Magickal%20Integrity.html Motta writes something very interesting in this regard:
The petty man is not ashamed of what is not benevolent, nor fears doing what is not right.  Without prospect of profit, he does not dedicate himself to what is good, and without pressure from others; he does not redress his errors.  However, self-correction in small things would make him chary in things of greater consequence.  If good deeds are not accumulated, they will not be sufficient to create character in us; if bad deeds are not accumulated, they will not be sufficient to disrupt our lives.  The petty man thinks that small good deeds are unimportant and does not do them; he thinks that small bad deeds are unimportant and does not abstain from them.  Thus his evil accumulates until it can no longer be disguised, and his guilt grows until it becomes intolerable.
93/93
pj
In a message dated 12/30/05 7:50:36 PM, provelli1@nycap.rr.com writes:




If good deeds are not accumulated, they will not be sufficient to create character in us; if bad deeds are not accumulated, they will not be sufficient to disrupt our lives.  The petty man thinks that small good deeds are unimportant and does not do them; he thinks that small bad deeds are unimportant and does not abstain from them.  Thus his evil accumulates until it can no longer be disguised, and



True, as an exercise or just a suggestion for things to do, we all in a study  chose something no one else was doing with no hope of reward, nothing except the doing.
So as this has been years..Ill mention it. I feed the Catsand presently puppies (4 of them out there) ( Animals in the park) This is not a big thing.( So you say what has that to do with this)
Its just something I saw should be done and did it for the sake of doing it.
  Now not only is the above true but...In doing this...eventually someone asks you .. What are you doing? You explain...little animals in the park, no one owns them ... you leave food.
The result is....they also do this...and take home an animal,..if they can. This is repeated again and again, and maybe also elsewhere a child is doing the same thing from example, as the adults they saw do this.
That is it is not only the thing being done rewarding for ones self and the good,,..but it appears to begin a" potential "in the direction of good.( An Actual direction from the Balance point of Good versus Bad)
   Assume for a moment that there is neither good or bad for nothing is being done one way or another? No one has done this because no one saw it or did it before.
    In doing this little good.., you provide potential good down the line perhaps far after your own death.Why? Because Over a period of time people come up and give you food for the animals.( which they cant go feed) even on occasion cash. Which I always buy food with.
     Someone else might use it as a con so I don't want to mess with the good done in case there is a balance there.
      In doing so I have met with and received the gratitude of County commissioners and Judges.( Which is a funny story) but ill spare you,
      But what IM saying is that even the Law and Government do not stand in the way of a good done 
in the way it should be done, if its done.
       That is, It is a power almost unto itself...having a life of its own. A living entity that can live on without you and move from not only yourself but to others (Without actually meaning for it to)
Regards,
johnmoon3717@aol.com
Hi JohnMoon,
93
You describe the nature of Thelemic law...Love under will.  The act is Magick and produces Magick...it replicates...as they describe the Philosopher's Stone.
93/93
pj
In a message dated 12/30/05 7:36:37 PM, provelli1@nycap.rr.com writes:
Hi Rob,
93
Thanks for the info...it's very difficult to follow this thread...both parties have no credulity.  I find myself impatient even when reading what they write...there's nothing edifying in it as I can't trust anything that either of them say.  Though it's always interesting though, to see what failed Probationers do.

======

93 All,
 

That's what I like about the A.'. A.'. - it sorts the Women out from the boys.

 

93 93/93.

 

Rob.

Hi Rob,
93

I guess that's another way of saying that "Brothers of the A.'.A.'. are Women; Aspirants of the A.'.A.'. are Men." (or boys in the case of those who fail). [Liber 333]

<snicker>
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pj

