Hi All, 93 This dialogue on another list will develop into something marvelous and then be trashed by this asshole...and then prompt me to fully describe the nature of cultic conditioning and the psychosis of megalomania...enjoy! 93/93 pj ======= Paul,

As a thelemite, you subscribe to Aleister Crowley, whose own mother 

labeled him a beast at the age of 11. He grew to take on the name 

of 'baphomet'. And prided himself as 'the beast with the number 

666'. So, in consideration of these facts, and that no one on this 

forum cares to look into the facts relative thereto, I ask you:

What is your aim; or driving purpose?

Steve Hale

--- In OuspenskyForum@yahoogroups.com, Paul Joseph Rovelli 

<zagreus656@y...> wrote:

> 

> Hi Steve Hale,

> 93

> Had no idea my participation was viewed as so political and 

bellicose on this list. Not really sure how to respond to your harsh 

criticism and the negativity by which you filter my statements. Your 

prejudice against the philosophy of Thelema and of Theism is not 

something I can debate on an intellectual ground as it has more to do 

with your emotional center. So I guess I have nothing else to add to 

this.

> 93/93

> pj

> "Stephen Hale <STEPHENHALE@A...>" <STEPHENHALE@A...> wrote:Steve,

> 

> My position is that nothing is known until it is revealed based on 

> the fact that everything is set. That is why it is important to 

> understand what Plato had to say about Socrates.

> 

> It is important to get under the skin of the subjects that relate 

to 

> knowledge. Paul is nice, but he's a thelemite, which is a 

political 

> term that makes his offerings rather trivial, in favor of the 

obvious 

> egocentrism of his allegiance to Mr. Crowley.

> 

> I had a friend a few years ago, a mason, who used to say: "If 

someone 

> purporting to give the revealed truth comes up to you, then run!" 

> And yet, he proclaimed to be the beholder of revealed truth. A 

> deist, no less. I could never figure out where he was coming from.

> 

> Paul is like this. Very pithy comments when he admits he knows 

> nothing. Hasn't got the book; or has it, but hasn't read it. 

These 

> things need to be paid attention to.

> 

> What contribution has Paul made to furthering Q.O.? Please tell 

me. 

> And, Paul, what can you add?

> 

> Steve H.

> 

> --- In OuspenskyForum@yahoogroups.com, Steve Gage <tarkus619@y...> 

> wrote:

> > 

> > 

> > 

> > 

> > You both have stated that any advancement in understanding

> > that can be made must be based upon already existing know-

> > ledge, rather than starting from nothing being known.

> > 

> > I must now agree. There is nothing else we can do. To 

> > begin from nothing can lead nowhere, can it?

> > 

> > I feel that true advancement is going to be based on a cer-

> > tain liberalness however. In adhearing to strict interpretations

> > one limits further advancement. I feel that any theory put

> > forth should state very clearly that IT is not final or absolute.

> > I dont think there ever will be a FINAL explanation of reality,

> > I dont think there can be. Any theory developed can be sur-

> > passed, and actually thats the beauty of a liberal stance; there

> > is no end to what man can learn to comprehend and achieve.

> > 

> > This should be the catch phrase of Quaternium Organum;

> > "nothing is set". We cannot begin from nothing is known,

> > but we can from nothing is set. What I propose is that in

> > creating a surpassing logic, we should at the same time chal-

> > lenge the reader to surpass even that.

> > 

> > Einstein could not solve the unified field problem, probably

> > because he was stuck in relativity, his own creation. Grav-

> > itation and elecromagnetism are no doubt interchangeable, 

> > but the key is not in relativity. As long as light velocity is

> > considered to be a constant you cannot access gravitation,

> > which is an inexhaustable energy source. Relativity SETS

> > a specific limit on how much energy can be gotten in a 

> > given situation. This must be superceeded to access grav-

> > itation as an energy source, as it is unlimited. mc squared

> > IS NOT A SET LIMIT. We are preventing advancement

> > by assuming that it is. Einstein did as well, and died with-

> > out success. 

> > 

> > The logic of Quaternium Organum should be that it is ad-

> > mitted that nothing is known, but that therefore anything is

> > possible. That it is possible to build indefinantly, logic upon

> > logic with no limit. It should be a challenge to go beyond 

> > beyond. To take the simple and expound upon it until it is

> > developed into the more and more usable. I see Quaternium

> > Organum as a statement of great hope for the future. 

> > 

> > Where Tertium Organum pointed towards an ultimate state

> > of consciousness and an ultimate logic, Quaternium Organum

> > should propose that there IS NO LIMIT...to either.

> > 

> > After all, isnt it ludicrous to assume that we can know it all...

> > ever?!

> > 

> > Steve Gage

Steve Gage:

I thought fourfold thinking was understood. You implied you 

understood the concept of line, plane, sphere, spiral.

If not, what not?

Steve Hale

Hi Steve Hale,  

93  

If I remember correctly, Plato wrote about this in Laches&Charmides.  But note, he along with anyone else is not the judge of my opinion nor in charge of my thinking processes.  But certain ideas do inspire me and I value them...the idea of correct opinion being one of them.  When I came to understand this concept in a Philosophy class in 1979ev, it became something I never forgot.  

93/93  

pj 

Hi Steve Hale,  

93  

I have to admit that it is very difficult to communicate much about Thelema to someone that actually buys into all the yellow press surrounding Crowley.  What could Crowley possibly have to do with my Initiation?  I don't get this skewed logic...my aim...to fully wake up...or as we Thelemites term it, to have the Knowledge and Conversation of my Holy Guardian Angel (a much richer concept and involving a bit more, despite the inane phrase).  

93/93  

pj  

"Stephen Hale <STEPHENHALE@ATTBI.COM>" <STEPHENHALE@ATTBI.COM> wrote:   

Steve Gage:

I thought fourfold thinking was understood.  You implied you 

understood the concept of line, plane, sphere, spiral.

If not, what not?

---------------------------------------------- 

Its still not clear to me what you mean.  Is it clear to you Paul?   

Steve Gage

Hi Steve Gage,  

93  

I have to admit at this point, I'm thoroughly confused.  I thought that anyone adhering to the Gurdjieff/Ouspensky system sought a more pure reason, supportable by facts.  But at this point, I see mystical speculation being presented as factual and with stern insistence.  There can be no reasonable dialogue in this type of situation.  

Further, I am perceiving attacks on my character (ad hominem) based on my adherence to the philosophy of Thelema and the yellow press that surrounds its creator.  I would've expected this forum and related forums to be beyond such hyperbole.  

Q.O.?  What are the facts?...None so far.  

Jesus?  What are the facts?...None so far.  

My character?  What are the facts?...None so far.  

I can only keep observing as I perceive this list about to go one way or another.  

93/93  

pj 

This forum is dedicated to the continuation of Ouspenskys work, including

the fourth way ideas. I do not see how line, plane, sphere and spiral

relate to anything. I am confused too. There is cetainly evidence of

higher dimensions, but as per T.O. that evidence is related to

manifestations of supernormal psychology - IE, esp. O. defined what a

four dimensional object would be. It would rightly be called a 'time

body'. A sphere and spiral are three dimensional, are they not???

Have either of you experienced instances of esp of any kind? If so how

did it/they arise? Was it in anyway explainable by any of O.'s material,

or by building upon his or related material? Can you relate YOUR material

and background knowledge to Ouspenskys, in any way that can contribute to

furthering our understanding? This would be on topic.

Lets converge!

Steve Gage

Hi Steve Gage,  

93  

I'm certainly willing to 'converge', but only upon facts and their reasonable dissemination.  The religiosity that seems to be threatening this list is abhorent to me as it defies rational behavior.  

That being said:  I have experienced what is commonly called ESP, though I would not define it in that way.  In the Thelemic system of attainment and at what is called the Neophyte Grade, one begins a study of what is called the Astral Plane.  The culminating result of this work is tested by one's instructor.  A symbol is given that the Neophyte has no prior knowledge of and that symbol is skryed to determine its nature.  The Neophyte is expected to come up with the correct answer...giving us 'objective' knowledge of the Astral Plane.  

The very fact that a symbol is involved in this test bodes well for the Western Mystery Tradition and its symbols from which Ouspensky would derive his symbol system.  The line, plane, spiral and sphere are indeed important concepts and like other symbols, can not be explained in rational terms.  Therefore, like experience by way of common experimentation and the sharing of a common language become necessary to approach the subject.  

For this, we have what is called Qabalah (language) and Magick (Scientific Illuminism...or experimental and experiential work).  This is where Thelemic Philosophy prevails.  However, in this philosophical system, the early work calls for clarity of mind, which is obtained through the forging of certain tools that have become misunderstood in the West (Pantacle, Dagger, Cup and Wand).  

However, this is where Thelemic Philosophy fails as it can't clearly present a system to attain such clarity of mind.  And this is where the 4th Way system prevails.  For example, the forging of the Pantacle requires one to observe the impressions received by the mind.  But what is the nature of the work of such observation?  In reading 'In Search of the Miraculous', I found my answer.  And to that the work of the Dagger, critically evaluating those impressions and ruthlessly rooting out those that don't support that general plan of one's personal evolution.  Again, the 4th Way system is brilliant at this.  

Moving onto higher planes, we then no longer are subjected to emotional whims such as "Jesus exists, I know he does!"  And ultimately we come to understand that the idol that is Jesus is to others, Buddha or Krshna, et al.  But this is yet a higher plane than the Astral Plane.  On the Astral Plane, we find inner contacts...some cooperative and some destructive.  And we learn to test these contacts in order to determine their character.  In this way, we can avoid certain traps such as thinking that what we learn on this inner plane is 'gospel truth' and leading us into all sorts of error:  i.e. Killing everyone that owns a dog because god told you to do it--or--determining that you are some special prophet that everyone has to listen to...et al.  

Also common to this sort of error is all those now recognizing what were once called angels as UFOs with secret messages designed to save humanity.  We are as a race, moving en-masse into common perception of the lower Astral Plane also called the Etheric or Elemental Plane.  And Ramtha and Saint Germain channelers are popping up as often as UFO abductees.  It is only by way of Platonic Reason (and that which approaches the pneumatic consciousness) that we will gain the necessary foothold.  

But the forces that be are destroying our educational system and those that proffer the idea of pure reason are being harrassed.  In Thelemic circles, I am an absolute pariah as I won't accept and acquiesce to their religiosity.  They need to 'believe' in something in the same way that the Christists do.  And huge fantasias are being constructed as per the huge one that the Christian era has put upon us...that which I've referred to as the egregore.  

The Jews and Muslims have done this as well and they all share in this common eggregoric misconception.  And the newagers and the abductees are all using different terms for the same delusion...nobody seems interested in the truth anymore.  Even our educational systems have been degraded to the point that education means nothing more than job training anymore...and we've forgotten its importance to the human soul.  

It has become apparent to me that Gurdjieff and Ouspensky were both well studied in the teachings of Plato.  And that the neo-platonists understood a pneumatic reason that connected with the higher planes of being.  But without a common language, this is hard to discuss.  And with all the religiosity, I can only invoke ad hominem attack...yes, let's converge!  

93/93  
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The concept and function of the term used in this forum, namely 

Quaternium Organum, can only be understood in its relation to 

thinking and its evolution. This is a given fact considering that 

the organon of Aristotle leads into the Novum Organon of F. Bacon 

into the Tertium Organon of Ouspensky's. In other words:

One

two 

three

The third aspect of thinking belongs to Ouspensky because he made a 

specific effort toward understanding its significance and its 

implications. He justly deserves this recognition. But he is 

unjustly ignored in favor of others, e.g., Husserl's phenomenology.

In truth, science took over at the point of T.O. in support of 

promoting its illusion of atoms and their conquest. Thus, the 

destructive view of a materialistic world seen as being subdued. 

Ouspensky's view, on the other hand, saw the brink of a higher mind 

coming into being. One he was able to solve when he met Gurdjieff.

Higher mind is the goal of achievement IMO. Consciousness that rises 

into the higher emotional (level 6) and higher mental (level 7) 

centers.

My belief is that only a fully developed (four levels) faculty of 

thinking can be the secure basis for this higher mind. To me, higher 

mind represents the levels of perceptive cognition that are beyond 

the bounds of sense perception and its logic that comprises the 

terrestrial frame of reference. In other words, the present level of 

knowledge given by life as dictated by the formal system. This 

system dictates in all cases unless one resists, accepts, and then 

goes further on one's own acccord. Herein is where we are, together 

in this endeavor.

Line, plane, sphere, spiral, are all preceded by the point. The 

point represents the generator of origin. In turn, it is based on 

the 'All'. The Uncreated Creator; or, the Unmoved Mover behind all 

created happenings. In other words, the Godhead Principle, or Nexus.

The Being of the "Atonement". To this, we all subscribe as a final 

endeavor based on our creative accomplishments. Reincarnation, or 

recurrence, brings this ever more into consummate realization.

When fourfold thinking is achieved, over time, it sets the stage for 

passing into the higher realms of gnosis that are beyond thinking, 

which is related to the earth and its terrestrial frame of 

reference. Thus, when thinking is fully realized, it becomes the 

vehicle for a clear and correspondent relationship with the higher 

worlds that serve to give the perceptive knowledge of our origin. 

This then sets the stage for self-remembering.

This then also sets the stage for school, which is beyond the scope 

of a forum.

Steve hale

Hi Steve Hale,  

93  

As you can see, I did a little research today...but no real reading.  I've lightly skimmed the Aristotle work and own the text of the Ouspensky work, which I as of the present again, have only lightly skimmed.  So I'm not going to be nearly as cognizant of your epistemological ideas as you are.  But I'll do my best to keep up.  

 "Stephen Hale <STEPHENHALE@ATTBI.COM>" <STEPHENHALE@ATTBI.COM> wrote:   

The third aspect of thinking belongs to Ouspensky because he made a specific effort toward understanding its significance and its implications.  He justly deserves this recognition.  But he is unjustly ignored in favor of others, e.g., Husserl's phenomenology. 

pj:  What is Ouspensky's understanding?  And how is it contrasted with Husserl's phenomenology? 

Steve Hale:

In truth, science took over at the point of T.O. in support of promoting its illusion of atoms and their conquest.  Thus, the destructive view of a materialistic world seen as being subdued.  

Ouspensky's view, on the other hand, saw the brink of a higher mind coming into being.  One he was able to solve when he met Gurdjieff. 

pj:  This doesn't make sense to me...first you seem to be deriding T.O. as it promotes an "illusion of atoms" leading to "the destructive view of a materialistic world" as if it was some nihilistic treatise.  Then you credit Ouspensky with comeing to "the brink of a higher mind". 

Further, on your derision of 'atoms' as a cognizant structure (for physicists to work with), I find it interesting that you don't seem to recognize the circle and the reflection of the macrocosmic solar system as your Q.O. espouses circles amongst other shapes and qualities. 

Steve Hale:

My belief is that only a fully developed (four levels) faculty of thinking can be the secure basis for this higher mind.  To me, higher mind represents the levels of perceptive cognition that are beyond the bounds of sense perception and its logic that comprises the 

terrestrial frame of reference.  In other words, the present level of knowledge given by life as dictated by the formal system.  This system dictates in all cases unless one resists, accepts, and then goes further on one's own acccord.  Herein is where we are, together in this endeavor. 

pj:  And the "four levels" faculty of thinking are...? 

In my own work and experience, I have perceived in levels beyond the senses.  And I would state that all abstract thought including the work of artists and mathematicians, et al, routinely go beyond sensory cognition.  It's a matter of epistemology and even into what I have termed the Astral Plane along with higher planes, all still must be reduced or brought in line with that which we can cognize.  Symbols become a measure of quality and qualification that have proven through the ages to be very effective in this regard as they can get beyond even the limits of language...thus a complex voicing of a jazz chord on the piano or a mathematical/logical formulaic (is that a word?...forgive the neologism if it is not) expression can bring us to an intellectual plane that also has its own aesthetic.  And as we can deduce from my example of the jazz chord, we can even balance this with emotional energy and include the moving center as well.  But there is nothing new in all of this that would in any way necessitate a Q.O. as this would all seem an extension of the ideas presented in Ouspensky's T.O. 

Steve Hale:

Line, plane, sphere, spiral, are all preceded by the point.  The point represents the generator of origin.  In turn, it is based on the 'All'.  The Uncreated Creator; or, the Unmoved Mover behind all created happenings.  In other words, the Godhead Principle, or Nexus.The Being of the "Atonement".  To this, we all subscribe as a final endeavor based on our creative accomplishments.  Reincarnation, or recurrence, brings this ever more into consummate realization. 

pj:  Outside of the fact that I don't see the logical connection of the last sentence in the above paragraph to the rest of the paragraph...the rest of the paragraph is pure Qabalah.  Perhaps if you invested yourself in a study of the Qabalah, you will find your Q.O. already written.  But then of course, you'd have to deal with "evil" people like Aleister Crowley...and that "evil" of "evil" systems...the Qabalah; so hated by religionists that they've done all they could to discredit it...especially Christian religionists who've traditionally found anything invented by the Jews as pure "evil". 

Steve Hale:

When fourfold thinking is achieved, over time, it sets the stage for passing into the higher realms of gnosis that are beyond thinking, which is related to the earth and its terrestrial frame of reference.  Thus, when thinking is fully realized, it becomes the 

vehicle for a clear and correspondent relationship with the higher worlds that serve to give the perceptive knowledge of our origin.  This then sets the stage for self-remembering. 

pj:  Yes, the four worlds of the Qabalah and how to approach these planes is an important key to understanding the Qabalah.  They are said by the Jews to be hidden in the holy name of God (IHVH or Jehovah) as well by Christian Qabalists in the note on the cross (INRI) and as well by some Thelemites who espouse the ancient Egyptian from which all originates (AMEN). 

Steve Hale:

This then also sets the stage for school, which is beyond the scope of a forum. 

pj:  I have no idea what you mean by this.  But of course Jean-Jacques Rousseau was a contemporary of Bacon and promoted education as a key to human enlightenment and the solution to social problems.  This of course was espoused by his good friend, Thomas Jefferson. 

93/93 

pj

Hi All,

93

You know what really can get my goat (pun intended)...when I hear a 

4th Way person talk about Crowley being referred to by his mother as 

the Beast 666 as if this reveals something horrible. Yet their 

favorite puppet (Gurdjieff) can write tales of Beezelbub.

Such lunacy!

93/93

pj

You know what really gets my goat?

People uploading .doc's and .pdf's and expecting others to read them, 

as if they are "worth wasting time on".

Also, the big diff between your favorite clown Crowley, and 

Gurdjieff, is that Crowley took himself too seriously, and Gurdjieff 

didn't take himself seriously at all!

But you don't really see the difference, now do you?

Hi All,

93

An intelligent person examines the collected works of a person and 

then uses that to evaluate the nature of that person. The idiot 

listens to the rumor-mongering of the yellow press and comes to rash 

judgment even perpetuating the stupidity by adding yet his or her own 

embellishments to the story.

Please note the addition of the collected works of Aleister Crowley 

to the files section of this list. Read it and comment if you like. 

If you don't...get off your high horse about Crowley and practice the 

art of Silence...and don't speak about such things that you know 

nothing of.

93/93

pj

For that matter, read Paine's treatise on Deism before you go putting 

your foot in your mouth and confusing it with atheism.

93

pj

Nope...see Gurdjieff taking himself just as seriously...did a lot of traveling, tried to open centers to promote his philosophy et al.  The only difference is I like both clowns...you don't.  So you'll make your emotional intellection and confuse the two centers...so typical.  

93  

pj

And I notice what comes out of the woodwork when there's a negative comment to be made...and what cowers in the woodwork when positive discussion goes on around here.  

93  

pj

--- In OuspenskyForum@yahoogroups.com, Paul Joseph Rovelli 

<zagreus656@y...> wrote:

> 

> And I notice what comes out of the woodwork when there's a negative 

comment to be made...and what cowers in the woodwork when positive 

discussion goes on around here.

I don't read this list anymore paul - it's just too boring, leading 

nowhere, and you don't see that, do you? All this talk about a 4th 

Organum, and backing it up, and arguing against it, is just worthless 

mind activity parading as something more than that - supported 

by "taking it seriously". And you don't see that, either, do you?

Of course not. How could you, since you are one of the participants, 

who is feeling "quite put upon" of late, eh?

My comment to you, was not a negative comment, by the way, it was a 

piece of real information, that those with "ears might hear", and 

those without could not. "Taking things of the intellect, seriously" 

is a chief feature of ordinary, formatory, sleeping man. Are you just 

an ordinary, sleeping man, paul?

93

oohh...Mr. Judgmental oozes his green-slime as his head spins round and round in egoic pride..."I just know better than you Paul"....ooh, and "my daddy's bigger than your daddy...and you're just so blind cause you don't see what I see"...ooh...  

quick, let me run and cry to mommy  

Piersrobe's not playing fair...mommy help me!  

93 93/93  

pj  

--- In OuspenskyForum@yahoogroups.com, "piersrobe 

<gatewaytothealps@y...>" <gatewaytothealps@y...> wrote:

> I don't read this list anymore paul - it's just too boring, leading 

> nowhere, and you don't see that, do you? All this talk about a 4th 

> Organum, and backing it up, and arguing against it, is just 

worthless 

> mind activity parading as something more than that - supported 

> by "taking it seriously". And you don't see that, either, do you?

I see...you don't read this list...you're replying from the 

aethyr...oh wait...let me speak at your level..."I know you are but 

what am I?"

> Of course not. How could you, since you are one of the 

participants, 

> who is feeling "quite put upon" of late, eh?

"I know you are but what am I?"

> My comment to you, was not a negative comment, by the way, it was a 

> piece of real information, that those with "ears might hear", and 

> those without could not. "Taking things of the intellect, 

seriously" 

ooh Mr. Know-better speaks...wait, let me get on my knees and adore!

I guess when I made my negative comments back, that also got your 

goat...lol so: "I know you are but what am I"

> is a chief feature of ordinary, formatory, sleeping man. Are you 

just 

> an ordinary, sleeping man, paul?

I would have to be ordinary...'cause your SO SPECIAL'

Hey, what's better than winning a medal in the Special Olympics?

Not being retarded to begin with.

93 93/93
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--- In OuspenskyForum@yahoogroups.com, Paul Joseph Rovelli 

<zagreus656@y...> wrote:

> 

> oohh...Mr. Judgmental oozes his green-slime as his head spins round 

and round in egoic pride..."I just know better than you Paul"....ooh, 

and "my daddy's bigger than your daddy...and you're just so blind 

cause you don't see what I see"...ooh...

> quick, let me run and cry to mommy

> Piersrobe's not playing fair...mommy help me!

Is this green-slime, above, an example of "emotional intellection"?

Feeling a bit, "put upon" today, paul?

If you knew anything about the 4thway, except from an outsider's 

point-of-view, you'd understand that what I wrote, was pertinent, and 

not just an example of "emotional intellection".

Not only does the intellect take everything "too seriously", the 

personality takes everything "too personally". Ring any bells, yet, 

paul?

I'm done with you, so if you want "the last word" (as always), then 

fire away!!

93

OOhh...yes Big Daddy...let me get the last word...gotta prove your 

judgmental bullshit correct...and someday, when you finally get the 

courage to order that penis enlargement formula...your lovelife will 

improve and you'll feel a lot better.

93

Oooh wait...I need 2 last words...

"I know you are but what am I?"

93

Hi All,

93

On a more serious note...

Piersrobe brings up an interesting point...

This is something that I've been speaking of in Thelemic forums and 

has gotten me into a lot of trouble...and something obviously also 

endemic to this 4th Way forums as I've encountered them so far...

When Piersrobe says:

"If you knew anything about the 4thway, except from an outsider's 

point-of-view, you'd understand that what I wrote..."

It's easy to see from the choice of words, the cultic influence. All 

cults draw lines...there are those outside of "us" and those included 

with "us". And of course "we" are the superior one's who have the 

special ability to examine and understand the special teachings of 

the cultic icon (whether Crowley or Gurdjieff, it makes no 

difference).

It's precisely this that creates the alienation that dehumanizes 

those that are not of "us". And this of course can take the best 

intentions and lead to all sorts or atrocities: Jim Jones, Waco, et 

al...all come to mind. This is cultic conditioning at its finest 

expression. All that has yet to come along is someone like a 

Piersrobe to bring others subtly into this paradigm, and a full-blown 

cult is in operation.

The unconsciousness of this subtle use of words must ever be 

vigilantly sought out...especially when dealing with large egos such 

as Crowley and Gurdjieff...as they will attract many with equally 

large egos. And not that there's anything wrong with a large 

ego...after all, that's what makes for those great people in human 

history. It's only the large egos coupled with other psychic 

imbalances that don't achieve such greatness.

93/93
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Hi All,

93

Another serious note connected with this...

In the false sense of superiority that one indoctrinated into the 

cult begins to feel, one can grow into a fully functioning 

megalomania. This is often indicated by statements not unlike 

Piersrobe's:

"My comment to you, was not a negative comment, by the way, it was a 

piece of real information, that those with "ears might hear", and 

those without could not."

Note that he had the "real information" and that it was special 

information only for those with the special ability to hear. The 

negative implication is that if you can't hear it, you must somehow 

be inferior. Get a few smaller egos around you and you begin to 

formulate your cult. This inverse operation always happens. As the 

megalomaniac's ego ascends, so the psychophants that surround him or 

her, their egos descend into self-loathing. But then they are 

bolstered up by the consolation of the cult leader with the big 

ego...for a time at least. This is the nature of the consoler-god 

that is despised in Thelemic philosophy...though these miscreants 

also present themselves in the Thelemic universe as well.

Net result, a fully in-bred and fortified cult...psychologically 

addicted to its leader and completely alienated from the outside 

world.

The stage is then set for whatever tragedy that is yet to come.

That is why in Rosicrucian circles it is said that a Rosicrucian 

wears the robe of his countryman...as you don't need special ears, 

I'll elaborate...one recognizes as one attains, a great love for the 

humanity around them.

Yet, remember that when one attains, one also despises those 

professional soldiers...cowards that dare not fight (the cult 

leaders...aka quite potentially someone liek Piersrobe) or as we say 

in Thelema:

O Lion and O Serpent that destroy the destroyer, be mighty among us!
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Yet another note on this, and perhaps one after this...

Note that Piersrobe says:

"I'm done with you, so if you want "the last word" (as always), then 

fire away!!"

Notice the heavy-handed superiority..."I'm done with you...". This 

is usually the portent of megalomania well-planted in the psyche; 

growing by virtue of Piersrobe's identification with Gurdjieff and 

not with the work...though he pretends to do the work and has 

convinced himself of his success at the work.

The second note that I have as mentioned in my opening statement 

above, will be quoted in my next message.
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The next symptom of cultic behavioralism to be ever vigilant about is 

found in this statement from Piersrobe:

"You know what really gets my goat?

People uploading .doc's and .pdf's and expecting others to read them, 

as if they are "worth wasting time on"."

Note how he assumes first off that he can speak for everyone...quite 

megalomaniacal in psychic tendency, just waiting to be fostered by 

some weak-minded acolyte. Second, because the material is not 

written by nor presented by one who is of "us", it must be 

worthless...that's the assumption he portends to...therefore a waste 

of time to approach. It's this type of closed-mindedness that 

creates the cultic alienation.

And to add to this...as Carly Simon said, so I'll say to Piersrobe:

"You're so vain, you probably think this song is about you."
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One final note on this issue (how many last words was that Mr. 

Piersrobe?...it is Mr....right?)

The following quote from the anonymous Piersrobe (his paranoia won't 

let him post his real name on the net nor in his yahoo profile):

"I don't read this list anymore paul - it's just too boring, leading 

nowhere, and you don't see that, do you? All this talk about a 4th 

Organum, and backing it up, and arguing against it, is just worthless 

mind activity parading as something more than that - supported 

by "taking it seriously". And you don't see that, either, do you?"

The exercise of the intellect, the creative development ideas, 

debate, point and counter-point, these are the products of a healthy 

and functioning mind. Of course, just such properties of mind would 

be eschewed by one of ill psychic health...and only such a character 

would in but a few words betray just about every warning sign of 

cultic conditioning, megalomania...psychses. Yes, Piersrobe, you are 

evidently psychotic as your words give yourself away.

I remember when we had a strong educational system and every high 

school had a debating club...when every college had a strong 

Philosophy department and people were expected to debate political 

and social issues to the betterment of society.

But for the psychotic-megalomaniac with cultic tendencies, thinking 

is abhorent. Of course, should his acolytes also begin to think, 

they will no longer need him...and Piersrobe needs them in order to 

maintain his fantasia. So he would not do well to surround himself 

with thinkers and his disease would not do well in a mind that 

practiced the art of the intellect.

Note Gurdjieff and Ouspensky talk about a well-balanced mind, 

intellectual and emotional, each operating from their own centers in 

a functional manner so as not to take energy away from the sexual 

center (cf. In Search of the Miraculous...ooh...but then, I'm not an 

insider...so maybe I didn't read it correctly...so you'll have to 

read it for yourself...and let's not make mention that I studied for 

two years with Raphael, a student of John Bennett's...so presumptive 

is the ignoble mind of Piersrobe...but then I didn't think that I'd 

have to lay down this credential...and I've a few others if you need 

them Mr. Megalomaniac!).

So please guys...let's get back to our discussion, it was just 

getting fun...before the bully came along...and how easily I flushed 

it out...quick, somebody step on the varmint!
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