93 Runar,

 

(We've talked of the undead Jehovah followers before - evidently the Demuirge is Boris Karloff.) But Runar - I made the effort to read that whole link (I wish I hadn't); I can't say much of it made much sense. Unless it's useful in some way to explain something that is false. This fellow's II: 76 idea is obviously utter drivel. "He prefers no publicity" - neither would I if I'd inflicted that crap on someone! What happened to ..."he shall expound it" by the way? We really have to raise the bar here. Expound means to "discourse in a learned way" - so that would rule him out then. There are too many faults to mention - but call me old-fashioned, I thought the "Truth" was simple and equal to beauty. Crowley: "Be ye well assured all, that the solution when it is found will be unquestionable. It will be marked by the most sublime simplicity, and carry immediate conviction." Though as our Erinian brethren said: "Convictions make convicts."

 

Moving on - the AL MS thing was interesting; I'd always wondered what that other sign was on the front page. You say it is a common mudra of the Hindu gods meaning "no fear". But if the "D" above is Daleth with the Venus de Milo beside it (plausible) then surely the "N" (Nun=Death) beside the "no fear" symbol obviously would mean "Death fear not" - as the whole doctrine runs through AL. (Having looked up that Mudra it says - e.g. Wikepedia - that it is usually the right hand uplifted with the left hand crossed over to the right - which doesn't match MS.) On your other point, I have had many dreams etc re. Thelema being a continuation - or more properly, a conversion of Christianity and its Magickal Formula. We are to assimilate them.

 

By the way, more seriously, since you have gone public with your views; what would you say are the qualifications of a Magus - how would you define, divine and test such a claim? For instance I found McMurtry's claims of Magus absurd - his "word" OTO! -  please. Too awful for words! At least it seems so to me. And how do you see your claim in this sense - of the word?

 

93 93/93.

 

In LUX & NOX.

 

R.

 

At 22:06 18.06.2006, Frater220@aol.com wrote:


93 Runar,
 
(We've talked of the undead Jehovah followers before - evidently the Demuirge is Boris Karloff.) But Runar - I made the effort to read that whole link (I wish I hadn't); I can't say much of it made much sense. Unless it's useful in some way to explain something that is false. This fellow's II: 76 idea is obviously utter drivel. "He prefers no publicity" - neither would I if I'd inflicted that crap on someone! What happened to ..."he shall expound it" by the way? We really have to raise the bar here. Expound means to "discourse in a learned way" - so that would rule him out then. There are too many faults to mention - but call me old-fashioned, I thought the "Truth" was simple and equal to beauty. Crowley: "Be ye well assured all, that the solution when it is found will be unquestionable. It will be marked by the most sublime simplicity, and carry immediate conviction." Though as our Erinian brethren said: "Convictions make convicts."


93 Rob
In world which doesnt acknowledge the works of the Beast and never will notice that the Beast of the revelation is history, that there has been a single man, a prophet which have fulfilled the overturning of christianity so well that there exist no excuse for continuating that degenerated creed, should even challenge the idea of Immediate conviction. The middle class still thinks Oscar Wilde is bad enough - to take him to their cheast.
I dont call his (osman`s) work or formula for drivel, I used his derivated formula MNShTh to tell him that he had discovered and was propagandating Mainnskjit or shit of man as would be in english. The argument that his product is bad is defunct if we are looking for the false prophet. We are to look for the worst possible product to identify him. But as usual, all thelemites are expecting Aleister Crowley number two, while they tear apart everyone who identifies with the beast. Overlooked is the comments to ii-76 where the beast suddenly starts to describe a simian engaged in theology. This is Simen, and since i met him, I have noticed many more people who falls into this trap - made possible by the waves of irony which have swept around us.
The Beast and the scarlet woman are two figures fetched out of the revelations of St John. The other notable figures are the false prophet, the dragon and of course the lamb. Crowley never touched much upon the theme of the false prophet and the dragon, and today it seems reasonable, as Crowleys work was not all encompassing, but actually limited to his magushood of To Mega Therion.

 Moving on - the AL MS thing was interesting; I'd always wondered what that other sign was on the front page. You say it is a common mudra of the Hindu gods meaning "no fear". But if the "D" above is Daleth with the Venus de Milo beside it (plausible) then surely the "N" (Nun=Death) beside the "no fear" symbol obviously would mean "Death fear not" - as the whole doctrine runs through AL. (Having looked up that Mudra it says - e.g. Wikepedia - that it is usually the right hand uplifted with the left hand crossed over to the right 
On the cheast?

- which doesn't match MS.) 
yes -Crowley had visible problems with that drawing.

On your other point, I have had many dreams etc re. Thelema being a continuation - or more properly, a conversion of Christianity and its Magickal Formula. We are to assimilate them.
 
By the way, more seriously, since you have gone public with your views; what would you say are the qualifications of a Magus - how would you define, divine and test such a claim? For instance I found McMurtry's claims of Magus absurd - his "word" OTO! -  please. Too awful for words! At least it seems so to me. And how do you see your claim in this sense - of the word?

I write about it in the same essay. It is actually so dense it can withstand several readings. Often i hit it again, and get immediately ideas to elaborate and fix details of the language, but when i look closer, i usually find out that its formulation is very accurate, if one sees the greater context. So i will not change it, or look more for changes in years to come.
But define, divine and test:

Divination is a part which i wouldnt use, because it often would imply that we get a yes or no answer or indication without the useful rational explanation which i anyway regard as the important issue with such a messenger as the Magus is supposed to be.

Definition:
Theres a bit in the essay, and the rest i have regarded as defined by Crowley by his words of "The word that makes the world go around, the sun to shine ..." 

Testing:
Easier said than done. All the types who have claimed such things have been remarkably difficult to speak with, unless it be solely on their premises. Pj can probably tell you worse things. And then I have been left over to their texts, which is usually the interesting part. I have never been looking for anyone to display the perfection of my preferred ideals, but rather to have developed a philosophy/theology which can be summarized in a single word. The easy example is Nietzches slogan God is dead - which was the affront to his society, the slogan which was the single word summarizing his transcendence philosophy, containing his ethical choice in front of the god of the dying.
My way of testing have always been; what does this tell me? Who is the teller ? Does the Magus have a nature incompatible with mine - very important for evaluating the message - if alien to me, i might turn it upside down to extract the values. And how does this message shine, what is elucidated? Some shine stronger than others, also among Maguses, there is no standard for strength of light, though it has certainly effect for my evaluation and appreciation. What is elucidated is of course important for recognizing the context the Magus does to our collective culture. It should effect the way we regard our daily life.

My claim: - I suppose you have assumed that I have acclaimed Magushood, but I have not. I wrote "This is the word of my magushood."  I got it early in my career, and i have understood it as something to mature. Remember that Crowley was 27 when he recived TBOL, and therein was his word Thelema. He certainly was no Magus immediately - or maybe he was? But eventually it took time to unfold his work and way.

The final proof:
As the world have not really discovered Crowleys contribution, it seems therefore our task as thelemites to provide info or reminders. I have thought of writing an essay in the first volume of the Equinox volume 9 which will be focusing on Crowleys work and the relevance his prophecy had for the world to come. I think the proof lies there and is as such not something easy to settle fast.
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Runar

93 Care Frater,

 

I appreciate these things are not always straightforward - but they should have the "ring of truth" - by which you could say I mean: if it doesn't affect others, it is personal proof - no more - no less. A Magus I define - according to what we know of these things - as someone who has a) attained HGA (no arguments re. HGA please!), b) written a Thesis for 7=4 grade (or how else would he formulate the necessary structure in his mind to condense his aspiration into a Word?), c) crossed the Abyss, and d) attained to a state of mind that only 7 men have attained to in known history before Crowley, according to himself. I am due some scepticism I think! 

 

You say: My claim: - I suppose you have assumed that I have acclaimed Magushood, but I have not. I wrote "This is the word of my magushood."  I got it early in my career, and i have understood it as something to mature. Fair enough that all our magickal experiences mature over the years - and that is right - but hardly surprising I think someone is claiming Magus when they say "This is the word of my magushood (sic)"! But we should test our Brothers - for if we don't who will?! As I understand you now though, you are saying the experience you had was some kind of foreshadowing of a Magus degree?

 

I agree that most people - not having read it - think there is only one Beast in Revelations; whereas there are many such characters. "False prophet" - but false to whom? And why would we go looking for such a person? I don't see the comment on AL, II: 78 helps particularly - merely compares a proud man to a monkey man cowering before "God". If it does relate to your friend is he "tailless" as the text says? If not it ain't him.

 

But enough of my griping - for now.

 

93 93/93.

 

R.

At 05:37 19.06.2006, Frater220@aol.com wrote:
93 Care Frater,
 
I appreciate these things are not always straightforward - but they should have the "ring of truth" - by which you could say I mean: if it doesn't affect others, it is personal proof - no more - no less. A Magus I define - according to what we know of these things - as someone who has a) attained HGA (no arguments re. HGA please!), b) written a Thesis for 7=4 grade (or how else would he formulate the necessary structure in his mind to condense his aspiration into a Word?), c) crossed the Abyss, and d) attained to a state of mind that only 7 men have attained to in known history before Crowley, according to himself. I am due some scepticism I think! 
93
Yes, I also think the notion that only seven men have reached this degree, cannot be right. If so, then the spiritual abilities of Man are indeed very degenerate. The notion of 7 i regard more as a consequence of historywriting and our limited capabilities of reading it. But there are new patterns which occurs to me as the thelemic current have unfolded. That there be several maguses connected to a central, that a single word is echoed in

personal variations. How shall we regard this? That there be bleak copies of the great star? Looking at heaven -a star is a star, and going closer, finding its core, the same precious prinsciples of life, vitality and will are found there. 

You say: My claim: - I suppose you have assumed that I have acclaimed Magushood, but I have not. I wrote "This is the word of my magushood."  I got it early in my career, and i have understood it as something to mature. Fair enough that all our magickal experiences mature over the years - and that is right - but hardly surprising I think someone is claiming Magus when they say "This is the word of my magushood (sic)"! But we should test our Brothers - for if we don't who will?! 
Well, i actually appreciate you asking.

As I understand you now though, you are saying the experience you had was some kind of foreshadowing of a Magus degree?
Yes, I have certainly seen and experienced far much more than i at the current stage can manifest. But remember, some of the perfection of the word of a magus, is that it works on all levels, even the lowest. Thats the magick of the word Thelema, that it is not something so lofty, and divine that you have to commit to the sannyasi oath (world renunciation)  for being able to grasp it. Its workable from the moment you hear it.

I agree that most people - not having read it - think there is only one Beast in Revelations; whereas there are many such characters. "False prophet" - but false to whom? And why would we go looking for such a person? 
Because the Beast didnt fill all roles in our mythological or spiritual universe. Studying his corpus, it became evident to me that his great work was intimately connected to the Magus role, and to restart the White school of magick, to get it out of the gutter where it has been residing during christianity.
And this is very demanding because it actually means to create a collective which do share the same undersatnding what White magick is about.
And since the 50ies and Grant started up for full, there shouldnt be much doubt that the agenda of western world have been to chisel out the black school.
When you are able to spot the false prophet, the archetypal black brother in full, it means that the project has been completed - its the turningpoint as the two pillars suddenly are in place. We suddenly are able to distance from this project, when seeing the full discord and its exact opposition to Order. It becomes conscious in a collective standard, and people start understanding they have a choice.
I was full of the crap in the eighties, Simen became the turningpoint to me, as the line of consequences running from my own unsolved inconsistencies  around applying goodwill become visible, as he eloquently played on the same strings to produce maximum corruption.
And i think corruption is interesting. There have been plenty of good ideas of government, but they all fall to the same corruption - why shouldnt we study the ways of corruption? Here we might find real needs of society which are expressed through crime 

and uses corruption actively as means to persist. There is a great moral reevaluation which still should go on, if we ever hope to get the society where day is light and night dark

As part of the White school of magick we still havent suceeded in gaining great consensus and a clarity which is easily understood by newcomers, and to this work, the black schools appearance will in the long run be a help - in distinguishing the mutual opposition and integrity.

I don't see the comment on AL, II: 78 helps particularly - merely compares a proud man to a monkey man cowering before "God". If it does relate to your friend is he "tailless" as the text says? If not it ain't him.
Luckily I never had the chance to examine that.
93 93
Runar

Hi Runar and Rob,
93
I'm a bit surprised at both of you...Crowley's word as Magus is not Thelema...but Abrahadabra.  Yes, he found the word long before he became Magus.  But take a look at how Liber AL ends.
Second, a thought in my study of Liber Trigrammaton.  The trigram for the Master is the exact reverse of the trigram for the Black Brothers.  But should the two come in pairs is what we're actually trying to produce the 'Grey Man'?
93/93
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93 Care Frater,
 

Greetings of the Solstice also!

 

Well argued. And I didn't even annoy you - how annoying. I can get annoyed at "exalted claims" as it's often pure escapism. I don't think your experiences are that naturally - I think as you say they will manifest at some point for you in full. In a similar vein my Abyss experience does not make me 8=3 - I'd rather that than delusion.

 

In a similar vein to the above I don't think I've ever met a fully-blown Black Brother (7=4 by definition) - as with fully-blown White-Brothers it is an "exalted grade" and a rare thing - contrary to being a popular insult amongst the more stupid of the brethren. And of course "it takes one to know one" in that sphere.

 

I've also had the idea that V.V.V.V.V. may have "manifested in a multitude" - I thought that due to trying to figure why so many young "Thelemites" would think they were Crowley - almost a Thelemite puberty for some. The 93 Current as a virus - not an original thought a la Crowley's "typhoid carrier". But the "Heart of the Master" has: "Thou art that which thou choosest to think thyself, immune to all, as it is nothing but a Point of View" (in context seems to be Ipsissimus).

 

In the same book we have the shared view that 7 Magi is probably a myth. It lists these (not in  333) as either Magi or prophets but not always clear which for the more obscure ones: FU-HSI, ZERDUSHT, PYTHAGORAS, APOLLON, IAO, PLOTINUS, and J.B.M.

 

(Fu-Hsi certainly sounds like a Magus: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fu_Hsi)

 

93 93/93.

 

Rob.

93 PJ,
 

Thelema Word of Law - Abrahadabra Word of Aeon. The "ending of the words is Abrahadabra" - but the words/Law/Book has not been fulfilled, so maybe Abrahadabra relates in some way to the transition from Horus to Hrumachis? A linking Word?

 

Black, white and yellow - maybe, horror! the beige man.
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R.

Hi Rob,
93 

But it is the Magus that becomes the Avatar; the founder of the Word of the Aeon.  And by the inauguration of that word is a current established that radiates the nature of that Aeon.  I can't recall where Crowley argues the point of Abrahadabra; but I believe it is in Confessions.  My objection to Achad, Grant and Nema is in their negation of the word to the false deduction of a "wordless aeon."

 

AL III.1:  "Abrahadabra! the reward of Ra Hoor Khut."
 

THE OLD COMMENT
 

    Abrahadabra --- the Reward of Ra-Hoor-Khuit.  We have already seen that Abrahadabra is the glyph of the blending of the 5 and the 6, the Rose and the Cross.  So also the Great Work, the equilibration of the 5 and the 6, is shown in this God; fivefold as a Warrior Horus, sixfold as the solar Ra.  Khuit is a name of Khem the Ram-Phallus-two-plume god Amoun; so that the whole god represents in qabalistic symbolism the Second Triad ("whom all nations of men call the first").
      It is the Red descending triangle, -- the whole thing visible, for Hadit and Nuit are far beyond.
      Note that Ra-Hoor Resh-Aleph-He-Vau-Vau-Resh = 418.
 

THE NEW COMMENT
 

   Observe firstly the word "reward", which is to be compared with the words "hiding" and "manifestation" in the former chapters.  To 're-ward' is to 'guard again'; this word Abrahadabra then is also to be considered as a Sentinel before the Fortress of the God.
   Why is the name of Him spelt Khut?  We have seen that ST is the regular honorific terminitation for a God.  Ra is, as shown in the Old Comment, the Sun, Hoor the Warrior Mars; who is Khu?  He is the Magical Ego of a Star.  Without the Yod or Iota, Khu-t, we get a human conception; the insertion of that letter makes the transmutation to Godhead.  When therefore Ra Hoor Khut is rewarded or Re-guarded with the Magick Word of the Aeon, he becomes God.  Thus in the next verse.  I 'raise the spell of Ra Hoor Khuit'.
   The text may also be read as follows.  Abrahadabra is the formula of the Aeon, by which man may accomplish the Great Work.  This Formula is then the 'reward' given by the God, the largesse granted by Him on His accession to the Lordship of the Aeon, just as the INRI-IAO-LVX formula of attainment by way of Crucifixion was given by Osiris when he came to power in the last Aeon.  (See Book 4 Part III. and Equinnox I, III. pp. 208-233).
   I must here say that I find myself in the greatest difficulty, again and again, in the comprehension of this chapter.  It might be said roughly that at the end of the first five years of Silence (An 0-IV) I understood Chapter I; at the end of the second five years (an X-XIV) I understood Chapter II, ---
 

AL III.75:  "The ending of the words is the Word Abrahadabra.

                   The Book of the Law is Written

                         and Concealed.

                           Aum.  Ha."
 

THE OLD COMMENT
 

    The ending of the words is the ending of the Work -- Abrahadabra.  The Books is written, as we see; and concealed -- from our weak understanding.
       Aum-Ha, Aum = 111, Ha = 6, 111 x 6 = 666, the Seal of the Beast.  Note well that AUM with a Mem final adds to 671, Throa, the Gate, Adonai spelt in full, etc.  Using the Keys of Aum Ha, we get XII. + XV. + 0, and IV. + 0, their sum, 31 = LA, Not.
 

THE NEW COMMENT
 

   Aum is of course the Sanskrit "Word" familiar to most students.  (See Book 4 Part III).  Ha is a way of spelling the letter whose value is 5 so that it shall add to 6.  this uniting the 5 and the 6 is a symbol of the Great Work.
 
Motta's Comment:

Ha is also the Sanskrit syllable utilized in Yoga to invoke the element of Spirit, Akasha.


“The ending of the words is the Word Abrahadabra”:   or, the purpose of the Past Magi is fulfilled in the Magus of the Aeon.
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In a message dated 20/06/2006 03:26:01 GMT Standard Time, provelli1@nycap.rr.com writes:
Hi Ryan,

93

I really had fun at the Gnostic lecture a couple of weeks ago.  In my informal discussions before and after, I talked of Crowley loosely amongs others, and of course, got some real negative feedback, which I of course didn't challenge readily as I want to maintain my lurking status.  But in this lecture, Marian, the lecturer, recited a (rather poor, mystical) poem and asked if we could recite one.  I recited the opening to Liber LXV without saying what it was.  She and others were astonished at the beauty of it and begged me to state its author.  I told her it was Crowley and she was dumbfounded.  But of course, they then commented that he must have had a rare lucid moment.

93/93

pj

93.
 

But then Crowley "covered himself with dirt" sometimes. I think this was kind of out of his control - his karma overpowering his human wishes (who really wants to be thought of constantly as "bad" "evil" etc). I have had some experience of this allowing "bad" things to occur - like seeing a crash ahead but you kind of walk into it like a dream anyway. Rare, and not necessarily pleasant, but feels necessary at the time - I've explained my little experience of it as 'different people are supposed to see/know you in different ways' - who are you to interfere? This cannot change as all are necessary parts - "Ye shall be as ye are" etc. So huge folly to even consider being "truthful" with these people as you know. I have found it's quite profound to tell someone lies when you know it's what they want to hear. Like us and the Magi!

 

93 93/93.

 

Rob.

Hi Rob,
93

Yes, even Krsna had to lie to preserve Dharma.  But on an individual level in the mundane world, do we serve the truth by intentionally fostering someone else's lie?  It seems to me that here, we actually diminish the power of our own soul in doing so.  But there are times when one cannot overtly counter another's self-delusion and the accompanying lie that person needs to establish.  It then seems more appropriate to say nothing at all...the power of Silence.

93/93

pj

93
We cannot ignore that he anyway let the word and its Law constitute the formal authority of his magushood.
But yes, He writes about the arising of the great Beast 9=2 degree A..A:. in Book four, and mentions there the Cairo days as the initiating event. Its in the confessions where he describes his ordeal with his chokhmah days as the real filling of the office of the 9=2 degree. That was in the twenties when he had written out the greatest part of his work.

And yes, i see that Crowley blends in two functions in his Magus role. The one is the alignment with chokhmah, as the base of the magus degree, which also serves as my definition, while the other is the initiator of a new age. And the latter is possible just at certain critical periods. This distinction have never been much pointed to, but i would say that the latter is a superfunction emerging from the same base, chokhmah. The maguses words within a age should conform to the change of religious formula done by the superMagus, and in Crowleys case, one of the very visible points is the powerful switch from Doing Gods will - to - Do what thou wilt. 

If joining these two trigrams we get two options of hexagrams, one with the master above the bb and opposite. What do oracles say about these two?
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Hi Runar,
93
Crowley asserted that Liber AL gives his word as Magus; he starts his own Magickal Order for the Great White Brotherhood.  This is of course, avataric; but the distinction I feel, need not be made between the Avatar and the Magus.  This is important.  Abrahadabra as the word of the Aeon and as Crowley's word helps weed out another problem that Thelema brings up.
With Thelema, we have the possibility of setting up the clever ruses of Nema (Ipsos) and Aquino (Xeper); words that show no connection with Abrahadabra and play on Thelema as they claim so long as it is in accord with their will (being something outside the 93 current).  This is a sophomoric deduction on both their parts.  The formulated word of the Magus should be declared and be in resonant harmony with Abrahadabra; not contradistinction as Nema and Acquino have set up.
So Thelema as a word does not have the capacity to stand up to the larger current as it belongs on a lower plane of being.  The Magus is beyond Will and beyond the Ruach.
Achad goes one worse and Grant and Nema's adoption of this idea is plain ugly.  Achad asserted at the worst point in his career that this was a wordless aeon as Crowley failed to utter a word.  This opens the door to the plague of the Black Lodge and makes a mockery of Magick altogether.
Per the Yi Jing and Trigrammaton; no corrolation is possible.  The Yi Jing only uses two forms of lines in contrast to Trigrammaton, which uses a third, the dot.  The Yi Jing is a moralistic and ethical document as Trigrammaton is an expression of Universal evolution; or I should say the devolution of perfection into the height of manifestation.
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Amusingly or not , beige or ochre was the colour of the robe of Frater P. those times i have seen him.
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