Hi All,
93
Having completed my reading of Vol. III of the 6 volume set of HPB's Secret Doctrine, I've returned to finish reading Vol. II of HPB's 2 volume set: Isis Unveiled.  Below, we're at the point of two images inserted in the book, between pages; one being a Hindu image of creation and the other being a Chaldean/Qabalistic image.  I'm going to concern myself here, with the Qabalistic/Chaldean account as it appends the very weak Qabalistic instruction that is given in most Magick circles in contemporary Occult culture.  Most if not all so-called teachers simply repeat the brief and generalized verbiage on the Qabalah, originally posted by the Golden Dawn and in their minds, I think, really believe that they have a thorough grounding in the discipline.  From this, they leap out into speculative ideas that I have seen over the years, sometimes even border on the bizarre.
So it is certainly worthwhile to explore as deep into the discipline as there is to take it.  And especially to reach outside of Judaic culture to the Chaldean origin; rather than looking into the Christianized and Hermetic Qabalahs that are more recent.  From there, of course, one can then work forward into these more modern works, including the Thelemic and English Qabalahs, confident that a thorough grounding and full apprehension of the subject matter has been attained.
Moving onto my comments, we recommence in the middle of Chapter VI of Vol. II:
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THE CHALDEAN DOCTRINE. 
 

The Upper Triangle 
 

Contains the Ineffable Name. It is En-Soph, the Boundless, the Infinite, whose name is known to no one but the initiated, and could not be pronounced aloud under the penalty of death. 
Just under this, the "closed eye" is posited; think of this in contrast with the open eye that is a Masonic symbol (and posted on the U.S. Dollar).  In Masonry, this eye represents the all-seeing Grand Architect and is a direct allusion to the ancient Egyptian ben-ben stone; the completing or top stone of the pyramid.  The ben-ben stone represents an allusion to the gods as it was originally a meteoric stone that fell from the sky.
 

No more than Para-Brahma can En-Soph create, for he is in the same condition of non-being as the former; he is [image: image2.png]


(AIN) non-existent so long as he lies in his latent or passive state within Oulom (the boundless and termless time); as such he is not the Creator of the visible universe, neither is he the Aur (Light). He will become the latter when the period of creation shall have compelled him to expand the Force within himself, according to the Law of which he is the embodiment and essence.
The Oulom being the "boundless and termless time" should remind us that energy is indestructible and that the ALL is absolutely equivocable with the NOT.  Thus, there will be no repealing of manifestation back into the AIN.  This brings us to the controversy over the Big Bang theory.  It seems that while physics explains the theory, it lies outside the boundaries of logic.  So, while there is an ontological evolution from non-existence to existence, they are both in actuality simultaneous and co-existent (sotospeak).  This is why those that use the Red Shift theory can also be correct in their proving the invalidity of the Big Bang.
The "Force within himself" is the Aethyr, within the body of God, which is the ALL-pervading Universe and its eternal Time/Space Continuum.  This can not be destroyed any more than God can be destroyed.  And so the Universal Mind is yet, another name for God.  In a sense, this makes the idea of a Grand Architect false in a certain manner.  God does not build itself, it simply is.  HPB notes in the end of the third volume of her Secret Doctrine that "IT" is an important word in the vocabulary of Western Magick.  And we can see that the genderization of God into a 'him' and/or a 'her' is an anthropomorphosization that is the onset of superstition.
 

"Whosoever acquaints himself with the Mercaba and the lahgash (secret speech or incantation [Lahgash is nearly identical in meaning with Vach, the hidden power of the Mantras.]), will learn the secret of secrets." 
Per the GCL teaching, Merkabah Mysticism is the ancient Hebrew Shamanistic tradition that is the origin of the Qabalah and the Apocalyptic tradition that was amplified by the ancient Gnostics.
 

Both "THIS" and En-Soph, in their first manifestation of Light, emerging from within Darkness, may be summarized in the Svabhavat, the Eternal and the uncreated Self-existing Substance which produces all; while everything which is of its essence produces itself out of its own nature.
Self-existing is not Self-creating, per se.  God producing itself "out of its own nature," as HPB asserts all things do (with all things being of the body of God), is an overt meta-logic; the something is coming from that same something that already is.  Here we denote that very limitation of conventional logic; moving into the arena of faith, but not tainting it with superstition.  So as I stated above, the idea of a Grand Architect is false in a certain manner.  But it is also true in a certain manner; the meta-logic still depends on a reasonable mind, but enlightened with the apprehension of Gnosis.  Interestingly enough, I received an email from a friend in the Poetry Science group (of whom I will be lecturing for in NYC late next year) on psychedelics and the shamanistic journey.  And I quote:
 

"The Greek shaman's asserted: 'Ekstatikos is the foundation of enthousiasmos'."
 

The Greeks, Jews and aboriginal cultures were not the only cultures to explore Shamanism.  But as we see, this was indeed the origin of all cultures.  Quoting further from this email:
"Within the entheocartography model we could say that the four refinements of ekstasis are the vessels with which the shaman maps the cosmos. In the 'The Spoils of Annwen' Taliesin and Arthur's Ridiri's (Sovereignty Seekers) sailed out across the cosmos."
"On the question of remembering enough of the terrain to chart it (as the cave painting shamans and visionary artists do) I understand that due to the change of state involved marine archaeologists have a memory problem when they come to the surface and therefore must note and draw everything they see when they are at depth. All this reminds me of what an apt metaphor for psychonauting the Beatles Yellow Submarine, obviously not accidental."
The Space Around the Upper Triangle. 
When the active period had arrived, En-Soph sent forth from within his own eternal essence, Sephira, the active Power, called the Primordial Point, and the Crown, Keter. It is only through her that the "Un-bounded Wisdom" could give a concrete form to his abstract Thought. Two sides of the upper triangle, the right side and the base, are composed of unbroken lines; the third, the left side, is dotted. It is through the latter that emerges Sephira. Spreading in every direction, she finally encompasses the whole triangle.
The diagram is an interesting rendition of the Tree-of-Life; entirely consistent with the better-known version in the Magickal community.  Sephira here is denoted not only as its translated definition, emanation, but is described as the "active Power" and "Primordial Point" and one-in-the-same as Kether, the Crown.  In other words, the ALL is contained within the ONE, which in itself is but a reflection of that which is NOT. Sephira then is the Universal Mind and as described in the Ain-Soph Triangle, SHE is feminine and the celestial soul.  In Thelemic Doctrine, we call this NUIT.  Note the Hermetic Axiom: As above, so below.  And so as the Ain-Soph-Aur (the Aur being the light that is drawn about the triangle with the many scratchy lines) stands pendant above the Tree, so Malka (the Daughter) or Malkuth hangs pendant below the Tree.  And She that is below is the Earth, BABALON in Thelemic Doctrine, a diagrammatic demonstration of the Qabalistic doctrine: Kether is in Malkuth as Malkuth is in Kether, but after a different manner.
Note that in Liber Reguli, BABALON becomes the Mother and NUIT becomes the Daughter and the Averse Pentagram is utilized.  In the depiction of the Tree and by most descriptions of it, the Involution is detailed; but in Reguli, though calling down the 93-Current, an Evolution of consciousness becomes the Intent of the ritual.  Having reached the nadir of Involution and having become fully indulged in the material world, the spiritual current is renewed and the force now moves upwards to spiritual attainment or Gnosis.
 

In this emanation of the female active principle from the left side of the mystic triangle, is foreshadowed the creation of Eve from Adam's left rib. Adam is the Microcosm of the Macrocosm, and is created in the image of the Elohim. In the Tree of Life the triple triad is disposed in such a manner that the three male Sephiroth are on the right, the three female on the left, and the four uniting principles in the centre. From the Invisible Dew falling from the Higher "Head" Sephira creates primeval water, or chaos taking shape. It is the first step toward the solidification of Spirit, which through various modifications will produce earth.
The Golden Chain of Homer describes this in perfect detail and shows us that Alchemy as a discipline is completely inseparable from Qabalah.  One cannot fully comprehend the one without fully comprehending the other.  The light or dew falling from the Supernal Triad, the triangle below the top triangle in the diagram, forms CHAOS or the primordial Aethyr, which as shown to us in the Enochian Gnosis, has in itself, 30 layers diffused within and without the Tree.  This world may also be said to be the world of Da'ath and that which is 'behind' the Tree.  Note also, the Cardinal Directions; East is above the Hexagram that represents the Ruach.  So though the Magickal Lodge sets the quarter of Initiation in the East to denote the region of the Rising Sun, we see clearly that the Supernal Triad is the Spiritual Sun behind the Material Sun.  Indeed, as the Material Sun is denoted in the center of the Hexagram, and depicted as Adam Kadmon; the Androgyne, we have a perfect graphic display of the Shakespearean quote: We are the stuff that stars are made of.
 

George Smith gives the first verses of the Akkadian Genesis as found in the Cuneiform Texts on the "Lateres Coctiles." There, also, we find Anu, the passive deity or En-Soph, Bel, the Creator, the Spirit of God (Sephira) moving on the face of the waters, hence water itself, and Hea the Universal Soul or wisdom of the three combined.
Note that in the Egyptian Book of the Dead, Ani is the one addressed in the poetic verses and prayers.  The ancient priests composed a personalized book as a part of the funeral arrangements for an individual (at some expense, and this was more generally reserved for the wealthier class) and it just so happens that the scroll discovered was written for someone named Ani.  At least that's what seems to be; but here then, we see something that still takes place in modern day: whether we see the Latin American society naming their children Jesus or the Jewish society naming their children Abraham and David, with the Christian and Muslim world also taking on Biblical and Koranic names.  Note also as described in my article: The Third Covenant, that Baal or "Bel" was the Adon, the creator that Blavatsky denotes above.  In turning the Jehovah or Saturn, the restrictor, the Jews turned away from Baal to a far more fierce god; something the and ancient Gnostics sought to correct.
 

The first eight verses read thus: 
 

1. When above, were not raised the heavens; 
2. and below on the earth a plant had not grown up. 
3. The abyss had not broken its boundaries. 
4. The chaos (or water) Tiamat (the sea) was the producing mother of the whole of them. (This is the Cosmical Aditi and Sephira.) 
5. Those waters at the beginning were ordained but 
6. a tree had not grown, a flower had not unfolded. 
7. When the gods had not sprung up, any one of them; 
8. a plant had not grown, and order did not exist. This was the chaotic or ante-genesis period. 
Chaos or Tiamat is the primordial substance or "sea"; the Aethyr that is the substance of all creation.  Indeed she is an expression of Sephirah; the active force.
 

"It requires earth and water to make a living soul," says Moses. When Sephira emerges like an active power from within the latent Deity, she is female; when she assumes the office of a creator, she becomes a male; hence, she is androgyne. She is the "Father and Mother Aditi," of the Hindu Cosmogony. After brooding over the "Deep," the Spirit of God" produces its own image in the water, the Universal Womb, symbolized in Manu by the Golden Egg. In the kabalistic Cosmogony, Heaven and Earth are personified by Adam Kadmon and the second Adam. The first Ineffable Triad, contained in the abstract idea of the "Three Heads," was a "mystery name." It was composed of En-Soph, Sephira, and Adam Kadmon, the Protogonos, the latter being identical with the former, when bisexual (When a female power, she is Sephira; when male, he is Adam Kadmon; for, as the former contains in herself the other nine Sephiroth, so, in their totality, the latter, including Sephira, is embodied in the Archetypal Kadmon, the [[protogonos]]. ). 
The Protogonos is the Logos; the ancient Gnostics when renaming their archetypal being, Jesus, also ascribed to him, ephemeral qualities, suggesting the Androgyne.
 

In every triad there is a male, a female, and an androgyne. Adam-Sephira is the Crown (Keter). It sets itself to the work of creation, by first producing Chochmah, Male Wisdom, a masculine active potency, represented by [image: image3.png]


, jah, or the Wheels of Creation, [image: image4.png]nRx



, from which proceeds Binah, Intelligence, female and passive potency, which is Jehovah, [image: image5.png]bkl



, whom we find in the Bible figuring as the Supreme. But this Jehovah is not the kabalistic Jodcheva. The binary is the fundamental corner-stone of Gnosis. As the binary is the Unity multiplying itself and self-creating, the kabalists show the "Unknown" passive En-Soph, as emanating from himself, Sephira, which, becoming visible light, is said to produce Adam Kadmon. 
The binary or 2 is then equal to 0; the most important Thelemic formula and a clear Qabalistic expression simply stated in symbolic nomenclature.  There can be no end to the depth of analysis that can be drawn from this mathematical expression.  The power of those symbols we call numbers shows us why Gematria or Numerology is integral to one's understanding of the Holy Qabalah.  This is also something well-known to the modern Physicist, who also uses these symbols to express the many ineffable ideas intrinsic to this discipline.
 

But, in the hidden sense, Sephira and Adam are one and the same light, only latent and active, invisible and visible. The second Adam, as the human tetragram, produces in his turn Eve, out of his side. It is this second triad, with which the kabalists have hitherto dealt, hardly hinting at the Supreme and Ineffable One, and never committing anything to writing. All knowledge concerning the latter was imparted orally. It is the second Adam, then, who is the unity represented by Jod, emblem of the kabalistic male principle, and, at the same time, he is Chochmah, Wisdom, while Binah or Jehovah is Eve; the first Chochmah issuing from Keter, or the androgyne, Adam Kadmon, and the second, Binah, from Chochmah. If we combine with Jod the three letters which form the name of Eve, we will have the divine tetragram pronounced IEVO-HEVAH, Adam and Eve, [image: image6.png]bkl



, Jehovah, male and female, or the idealization of humanity embodied in the first man. Thus is it that we can prove that, while the Jewish kabalists, in common with their initiated masters, the Chaldeans and the Hindus, adored the Supreme and Unknown God, in the sacred silence of their sanctuaries, the ignorant masses of every nation were left to adore something which was certainly less than the Eternal Substance of the Buddhists, the so-called Atheists. 
What we actually have here is an account of the rise of Patriarchal culture; having moved away from the original Matriarchal culture.  We can see that Sephira is the active and creative force, much as the women of the world are the apparent creators of life, with the seed hidden from view and contained within the male.  A few verses from the second chapter of Liber AL (HADIT) are worth contemplation in this regard:
AL II.1:  "Nu!  the hiding of Hadit."
AL II.2:  "Come!  all ye, and learn the secret that hath not yet been revealed.  I, Hadit, am the complement of Nu, my bride.  I am not extended, and Khabs is the name of my House."
AL II.3:  "In the sphere I am everywhere the centre, as she, the circumference, is nowhere found."
AL II.4:  "Yet she shall be known & I never."
Crowley described the Matriarchal period as the Aeon of Isis and the Patriarchal as the Aeon of Osiris; with the present Aeon inaugurated in 1094ev as the Aeon of Horus and an Integral aeon.  But as per my article, Gnostic Cycles, there is some error.  The Matriarchal Age as clearly exemplified in Eqyptian culture, was far more than an Astrological Age, enduring approximately 2,160 years in length.  And the Patriarchal Age at the very least was comingled therein with different cultures adopting different attitudes.  Indeed, there are cycles within cycles and the Matriarchal/Patriarchal/Integral or triune orientations move within and without decades, centuries, aeons and per the article, seeming periods of 500 years.  And so the Aeon is equated with the latter as Astrological Ages of 2,160 years take on more the character of the Astrological archetypes, above and beyond these cycles and in a much larger cycle as 12x12x2160 or what is known as the Platonic Year.
 

As Brahma, the deity manifested in the mythical Manu, or the first man (born of Swayambhuva, or the Self-existent), is finite, so Jehovah, embodied in Adam and Eve, is but a human god. He is the symbol of humanity, a mixture of good with a portion of unavoidable evil; of spirit fallen into matter. In worshipping Jehovah, we simply worship nature, as embodied in man, half-spiritual and half-material, at best: we are Pantheists, when not fetich worshippers, like the idolatrous Jews, who sacrificed on high places, in groves, to the personified male and female principle, ignorant of IAO, the Supreme "Secret Name" of the Mysteries. 
It would be worth exploring the etymology of the word, 'man'.  This thinking, intellectual being contains what the Hindus called the 'manus' or the qualities of the Ruach and as HPB states, the spiritual masters of the Hebrews were the Hindus and Chaldeans; also being the spiritual masters of the Egyptians from which the Hebrews seemingly descended in a more direct manner (referring especially to the legends that surround Akhenaten).  The Jews in turning away from Baal (as discussed above) then turned from the ineffable to the restrictor and as stated, the ancient Gnostics tried to correct this; restoring IAO as the supreme and ineffable.  The great error was by the Romans who took their archetypal man, Jesus, and made him out to be the anthropomorphosized and humanly incarnated god; an egregore of the Black Lodge (cf. my comments to Liber Trigrammaton).  Though the Romans were able to accept God as the creative principal as Rome was a creative state; willing to reinvent itself.  The Jews to this day, have delimited themselves with no ongoing evolutionary process.  And of course, today, the Romans are no different.
 

Shekinah is the Hindu Vach, and praised in the same terms as the latter. Though shown in the kabalistic Tree of Life as proceeding from the ninth Sephiroth, yet Shekinah is the "veil" of En-Soph, and the "garment" of Jehovah. The "veil," for it succeeded for long ages in concealing the real supreme God, the universal Spirit, and masking Jehovah, the exoteric deity, made the Christians accept him as the "father" of the initiated Jesus. Yet the kabalists, as well as the Hindu Dikshita, know the power of the Shekinah or Vach, and call it the "secret wisdom," [image: image7.png]MInDI~MNhan



. 
As the Shikinah discussed above, emanating the Chaos or Aethyr behind the Tree, so in Grant's work, we learn of the Nightside and it's being connected to Yesod, the ninth Sephira.  This is the "secret wisdom" that seems to have been passed by in the Magickal community; though it deems itself in possession of this wisdom.  Very few have turned to investigating this and it is obviously essential work still being passed only mouth to ear by the Hebrew Qabalists.
 

The triangle played a prominent part in the religious symbolism of every great nation; for everywhere it represented the three great principles -- spirit, force, and matter; or the active (male), passive (female), and the dual or correlative principle which partakes of both and binds the two together. It was the Arba or mystic "four," (Eve is the trinity of nature, and Adam the unity of spirit; the former the created material principle, the latter the ideal organ of the creative principle, or, in other words, this androgyne is both the principle and the Logos, for [image: image8.png]


is the male, and [[beth]] the female; and, as Levi expresses it, this first letter of the holy language, Aleph, represents a man pointing with one hand toward the sky, and with the other toward the ground. It is the macrocosm and the microcosm at the same time, and explains the double triangle of the Masons and the five-pointed star. While the male is active the female principle is passive, for it is SPIRIT and MATTER, the latter word meaning mother in nearly every language. 
The image described by Levi is BAPHOMET; the image that the Knights Templar discovered, though it is seemingly older than recorded time (as described by Crowley).  And of course, it became equated with Shaitan, who then was made by the Christians to be the Devil; though he was the true Logos or Christ.  Subsequently, Jesus the prophet was made into God and Roman Heresy perverted the nature of his teachings.  In the second installment of this essay, HPB will show that this Jeshua bar Joseph was obviously well studied in the ancient mysteries, which is often alluded to indirectly by Christians as there is no official account of this in the New Testament; making it Apocryphal in nature.
 

The columns of Soloman's temple, Jachin and Boaz, are the emblems of the androgyne; they are also respectively male and female, white and black, square and round; the male a unity, the female a binary. In the later kabalistic treatises, the active principle is pictured by the sword [image: image9.png]o1



, the passive by the sheath [image: image10.png]napa



. See "Dogme et Rituel de la Haute Magie," vol. i.) the mystery-gods, the Kabeiri, summarized in the unity of one supreme Deity. It is found in the Egyptian pyramids, whose equal sides tower up until lost in one crowning point. 
The Masons were formed out of the ruins of the Templars after their destruction by the Roman church.  Though today, Freemasonry has forgotten the meaning of these two pillars; also unknown to the Golden Dawn that directly incorporates these two pillars in their rites and Knowledge Lectures.  But that they are equivalent to the symbol of BAPHOMET is significant and a remnant of the Western Mystery Tradition that still stands, despite the usurpation of the Masonic heritage by the Christist egregore.
 

In the kabalistic diagram the central circle of the Brahmanical figure is replaced by the cross; the celestial perpendicular and the terrestrial horizontal base line (The vertical line being the male principle, and the horizontal the female, out of the union of the two at the intersection point is formed the CROSS; the oldest symbol in the Egyptian history of gods. It is the key of Heaven in the rosy fingers of Neith, the celestial virgin, who opens the gate at dawn for the exit of her first-begotten, the radiant sun. It is the Stauros of the Gnostics, and the philosophical cross of the high-grade Masons. We find this symbol ornamenting the tee of the umbrella-shaped oldest pagodas in Thibet, China, and India, as we find it in the hand of Isis, in the shape of the "handled cross." In one of the Chaitya caves, at Ajunta, it surmounts the three umbrellas in stone, and forms the centre of the vault. ). But the idea is the same: Adam Kadmon is the type of humanity as a collective totality within the unity of the creative God and the universal spirit.
This is as apt a description of the mystery of the Rosy Cross as one might imagine and the secret of the Rosicrucians.  Note the Golden Dawn was formed of Rosicrucians and high-grade Masons.  And with Crowley's initiation into the College of the Rose Cross of the GD, he took this knowledge with him into his Thelemic system; though it is quite obvious that Crowley studied HPB quite well, as all of her work is so cleary echoed in the Thelemic canon.
 

"Of him who is formless, the non-existent (also the eternal, but not First Cause), is born the heavenly man." But after he created the form of the heavenly man [image: image11.png]TRIYDTR



, he "used it as a vehicle wherein to descend," says the Kabala. Thus Adam Kadmon is the avatar of the concealed power. After that the heavenly Adam creates or engenders by the combined power of the Sephiroth, the earthly Adam. The work of creation is also begun by Sephira in the creation of the ten Sephiroth (who are the Pradjapatis of the Kabala, for they are likewise the Lords of all beings). 

The Sohar asserts the same. According to the kabalistic doctrine there were old worlds (see Idra Suta: Sohar, iii., p. 292b). Everything will return some day to that from which it first proceeded. "All things of which this world consists, spirit as well as body, will return to their principal, and the roots from which they proceeded" (Sohar, ii., 218b). The kabalists also maintain the indestructibility of matter, albeit their doctrine is shrouded still more carefully than that of the Hindus. The creation is eternal, and the universe is the "garment," or "the veil of God" -- Shekinah; and the latter is immortal and eternal as Him within whom it has ever existed. Every world is made after the pattern of its predecessor, and each more gross and material than the preceding one. In the Kabala all were called sparks. Finally, our present grossly materialistic world was formed. 

Though HPB says "Finally, our...world was formed," this is the eternal and indestructible garment of God and can hold no distinction from God.  The lineal account of creation holds merit only in the intellectual being; outside the finite realm as modern physics shows us, all things happen simultaneously and there is no true linear element to time...as above, so below.  It then becomes difficult to accept the idea that all things will return from that which they came, unless of course, simultaneously, all things must remain where they are.  In this light, Liber AL has a quite appropriate assertion:
AL II.58:  "Yea!  deem not of change: ye shall be as ye are, & not other.  Therefore the kings of the earth shall be Kings for ever: the slaves shall serve.  There is none that shall be cast down or lifted up: all is ever as it was.  Yet there are masked ones my servants: it may be that yonder beggar is a King.  A King may choose his garment as he will: there is no certain test: but a beggar cannot hide his poverty."

 

In the Chaldean account of the period which preceded the Genesis of our world, Berosus speaks of a time when there existed nothing but darkness, and an abyss of waters, filled with hideous monsters, "produced of a two-fold principle. . . . These were creatures in which were combined the limbs of every species of animals. In addition to these fishes, reptiles, serpents, with other monstrous animals, which assumed each other's shape and countenance." (Cory's "Ancient Fragments." ) 

This is obviously in sync with Choronzon, the 'Demon of the Abyss;'  though we can see in Thelemic Doctrine, there is depicted but one demon in its mythological structure in contrast to the many elucidated here.  And there's something deeper than this; in the second part of this essay, HPB will be discussing a certain devolution.  By this, she will assert that the Ape descended from the Human and not vice-versa as postulated by modern evolutionists.  As humans attach their souls to their lower nature, a devolutionary process begins in their progeny (making a certain cause for the philosophy of Eugenic science) with successive generations being more decadent than the former.  In a sense, this is the sins of the father being visited upon the son.
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Here's Part II of my commentative essay:
 

There were evolutionists before the day when the mythical Noah is made, in the Bible, to float in his ark; and the ancient scientists were better informed, and had their theories more logically defined than the modern evolutionists. 
Plato, Anaxagoras, Pythagoras, the Eleatic schools of Greece, as well as the old Chaldean sacerdotal colleges, all taught the doctrine of the dual evolution; the doctrine of the transmigration of souls referring only to the progress of man from world to world, after death here. Every philosophy worthy of the name, taught that the spirit of man, if not the soul, was preexistent. "The Essenes," says Josephus, "believed that the souls were immortal, and that they descended from the ethereal spaces to be chained to bodies." In his turn, Philo Judaeus says, the "air is full of them (of souls); those which are nearest the earth, descending to be tied to mortal bodies, [[palindromousin authis]], return to other bodies, being desirous to live in them." In the Sohar, the soul is made to plead her freedom before God: "Lord of the Universe! I am happy in this world, and do not wish to go into another world, where I shall be a handmaid, and be exposed to all kinds of pollutions." The doctrine of fatal necessity, the everlasting immutable Law, is asserted in the answer of the Deity: "Against thy will thou becomest an embryo, and against thy will thou art born." 
If there is to be a dual doctrine of involution and evolution, then the aggregate soul, composed of the cells of the body (as described in the GCL document: Liber Vox Viva Voce vel Video) describes the earthly nature of the human soul ascending in the evolutionary process.  Philo Judaeus' souls of the air or Ruach, represented as centered in Tiphareth, are then the H.G.A. that is each assigned to us according to the pseudpegrical myth.  In other words, these souls are the elements of the involutionary process.  It is why in the pseudpegripha, it is said that each of us upon birth, are assigned an H.G.A.  And for this reason, it is important to understand why Crowley warned:
Let me declare this Work under this title: ‘The obtaining of the Knowledge and Conversation of the Holy Guardian Angel’", because the theory implied in these words is so patently absurd that only simpletons would waste much time in analysing it. It would be accepted as a convention, and no one would incur the grave danger of building a philosophical system upon it.
The H.G.A. is the higher self set to descend upon as the Holy Spirit.  It is not some sort of consoler or caretaker that is there to be literally conversed with as some Thelemites not only teach, but actually attempt to display.  It's nature appears to us as praeter-human to the earthbound, aggregate consciousness of the lower self.
 

The proof that the transmigration of the soul does not relate to man's condition on this earth after death, is found in the Sohar, notwithstanding the many incorrect renderings of its translators. "All souls which have alienated themselves in heaven from the Holy One -- blessed be His Name -- have thrown themselves into an abyss at their very existence, and have anticipated the time when they are to descend on earth. 
It is here that we find the Luciferian legend in comprehensible form; we are all Lucifer...we are all light bearers in our higher nature.  Alienating ourselves from divinity in order to take on the experience of life and incarnation is the manifesting of the universe itself.  And so as we find the earthbound or lower self in the mitochondria of the cell, so we find the source of light concealed in the nuclear DNA and within the central pole of its helix, the phophorylation, which has the component of pure light; indeed the source of "pure will" as revealed by Liber AL.
 

Come and see when the soul reaches the abode of Love. . . . The soul could not bear this light, but for the luminous mantle which she puts on. For, just as the soul, when sent to this earth, puts on an earthly garment to preserve herself here, so she receives above a shining garment, in order to be able to look without injury into the mirror, whose light proceeds from the Lord of Light." Moreover, the Sohar teaches that the soul cannot reach the abode of bliss, unless she has received the "holy kiss," or the re-union of the soul with the substance from which she emanated -- spirit. All souls are dual, and, while the latter is a feminine principle, the spirit is masculine. While imprisoned in body, man is a trinity, unless his pollution is such as to have caused his divorce from the spirit. "Woe to the soul which prefers to her divine husband (spirit), the earthly wedlock with her terrestrial body," records a text of the Book of the Keys.
Though it is entirely obvious the Crowley was heavily influenced by Blavatsky, he did manage to escape the Christist conditioning of which she seems to have been completely unaware.  The above paragraph reads almost as it was excerpted from Roman Catholic doctrine.  We are not clay, given a soul by god and a body by the earth; only to receive a body of light from the god of heaven.  Such a literal interpretation can only be born by the superstition conditioning imposed on generations under threat of torture from the Inquisition.
 

These ideas on the transmigrations and the trinity of man, were held by many of the early Christian Fathers. It is the jumble made by the translators of the New Testament and ancient philosophical treatises between soul and spirit, that has occasioned the many misunderstandings. It is also one of the many reasons why Buddha, Plotinus, and so many other initiates are now accused of having longed for the total extinction of their souls -- "absorption unto the Deity," or "reunion with the universal soul," meaning, according to modern ideas, annihilation. The animal soul must, of course, be disintegrated of its particles, before it is able to link its purer essence forever with the immortal spirit. But the translators of both the Acts and the Epistles, who laid the foundation of the Kingdom of Heaven, and the modern commentators on the Buddhist Sutra of the Foundation of the Kingdom of Righteousness, have muddled the sense of the great apostle of Christianity, as of the great reformer of India. The former have smothered the word [[psuchikos]], so that no reader imagines it to have any relation with soul; and with this confusion of soul and spirit together, Bible readers get only a perverted sense of anything on the subject; and the interpreters of the latter have failed to understand the meaning and object of the Buddhist four degrees of Dhyana. 
Is it that the soul must be disintegrated?  In the first chapter of Liber LXV we read:
12. Then was there silence. Speech had done with us awhile. There is a light so strenuous that it is not perceived as light. 

13. Wolf's bane is not so sharp as steel; yet it pierceth the body more subtly. 

14. Even as evil kisses corrupt the blood, so do my words devour the spirit of man. 

15. I breathe, and there is infinite dis-ease in the spirit. 

16. As an acid eats into steel, as a cancer that utterly corrupts the body; so am I unto the spirit of man. 

17. I shall not rest until I have dissolved it all. 

Dissolution is not disintegration.  And indeed it can be credibly argued that the annihilation of the Buddhist nirvana is indeed a nihilist philosophy.  There is no mention in it about the nature of transformation as it is not even hinted in Roman doctrine.  Both fall under the spiritual paradigm in the three-cycled theory that I've mentioned in the past.  In this part of the cycle, the earth plane is eschewed as dirty and evil.  And again, in the material cycle, that which can't be seen is eschewed as irrational or superstitious.  The third part of this cycle is the integrated age where both are comprehended and considered viable.
 

In the writings of Paul, the entity of man is divided into a trine -- flesh, psychical existence or soul, and the overshadowing and at the same time interior entity or SPIRIT. His phraseology is very definite, when he teaches the anastasis, or the continuation of life of those who have died. He maintains that there is a psychical body which is sown in the corruptible, and a spiritual body that is raised in incorruptible substance. "The first man is of the earth earthy, the second man from heaven." Even James (iii. 15) identifies the soul by saying that its "wisdom descendeth not from the above but is terrestrial, psychical, demoniacal" (see Greek text). Plato, speaking of the Soul (psuche), observes that "when she allies herself to the nous (divine substance, a god, as psuche is a goddess), she does everything aright and felicitously; but the case is otherwise when she attaches herself to Annoia." 
How utterly different this is from the philosophy of the integrated cycle where it is said that one should place one's head above the heavens and one's feet below hell (the Earth).  And apart from HPB's implication, it would seem that the Jesus of the Bible was more attuned to the integrated idea, by rendering the proposition: Give unto Caesar what it Ceasar's and unto God what is God's.  Paul actually leads us away from this altogether.
 

What Plato calls nous, Paul terms the Spirit; and Jesus makes the heart what Paul says of the flesh. The natural condition of mankind was called in Greek [[apostasia]]; the new condition [[anastasis]]. In Adam came the former (death), in Christ the latter (resurrection), for it is he who first publicly taught mankind the "Noble Path" to Eternal life, as Gautama pointed the same Path to Nirvana. To accomplish both ends there was but one way, according to the teachings of both. "Poverty, chastity, contemplation or inner prayer; contempt for wealth and the illusive joys of this world." 
"Enter on this Path and put an end to sorrow; verily the Path has been preached by me, who have found out how to quench the darts of grief. You yourselves must make the effort; the Buddhas are only preachers. The thoughtful who enter the Path are freed from the bondage of the Deceiver (Mara)." 
"Enter ye in at the strait gate: for wide is the gate, and broad is the way that leadeth to destruction. . . . Follow me. . . . Every one that heareth these sayings and doeth them not, shall be likened unto a foolish man" (Matthew vii. and viii.). "I can of mine own self do nothing" (John v. 30). "The care of this world, and the deceitfulness of riches, choke the word" (Matthew xiii. 22), say the Christians; and it is only by shaking off all delusions that the Buddhist enters on the "Path" which will lead him "away from the restless tossing waves of the ocean of life," and take him "to the calm City of Peace, to the real joy and rest of Nirvana." 
Blavatsky seems clearly confused as the more I read her, the more I seem to find a certain layer of contradiction in her work.  She constantly alludes to the truth destroyed by the Council of Constantinople and the false Christianity and yet, she can't help coming back to it and showing it to be akin to Buddhist doctrine; only again to say that it parodies Buddhist doctrine.  Motta was quite correct in saying that intellectually, we can easily move away from Christism; but in the emotional fabric of being, where the conditioning takes place, it may take a lifetime to overcome such conditioning.
In my own interaction with Theosophists; having first met them in one of their lecture halls in uptown Manhattan in the mid-eighties ev, I found some erudite intellects, but without any practices that would give their doctrine a practical application.  The fact that the Theosophical society would try to install Krishnamurti as the next incarnation of the Saviour (HPB shows Saviours to occur repeatedly in many ancient cultures; especially Hindu culture), a coronation flatly rejected by Krishnamurti himself, shows how tied the society is to the old-world paradigm.
Krishnamurti not only rejected any claim of sainthood, but clearly led the charge for a paradigm of self-reliance, outside the need for any saviour.  He even insisted that it was simply accomplished and any excuse or pretense for difficulty had more to do with an unwillingness to take on the role of responsibility that this entails.
 

The Greek philosophers are alike made misty instead of mystic by their too learned translators. The Egyptians revered the Divine Spirit, the One-Only One, as NOUT. It is most evident that it is from that word that Anaxagoras borrowed his denominative nous, or, as he calls it, [[Nous autokrates]] -- the Mind or Spirit self-potent, the [[archetes kineseos]]. "All things," says he, "were in chaos; then came Nous and introduced order." He also denominated this Nous the One that ruled the many. In his idea Nous was God; and the Logos was man, the emanation of the former. The external powers perceived phenomena; the nous alone recognized noumena or subjective things. This is purely Buddhistic and esoteric. 
It becomes quite easy to interpret NOUT as NUIT; the divine spirit and as such, Liber AL comes to mind:
AL I.21:  "With the God & the Adorer I am nothing: they do not see me.  They are as upon the earth; I am Heaven, and there is no other God than me, and my lord Hadit."

 

Here Socrates took his clew and followed it, and Plato after him, with the whole world of interior knowledge. Where the old Ionico-Italian world culminated in Anaxagoras, the new world began with Socrates and Plato. Pythagoras made the Soul a self-moving unit, with three elements, the nous, the phren and the thumos; the latter two, shared with the brutes; the former only, being his essential self. So the charge that he taught transmigration is refuted; he taught no more than Gautama-Buddha ever did, whatever the popular superstition of the Hindu rabble made of it after his death. Whether Pythagoras borrowed from Buddha, or Buddha from somebody else, matters not; the esoteric doctrine is the same. 
The Platonic School is even more distinct in enunciating all this. 
The real selfhood was at the basis of all. Socrates therefore taught that he had a daimonion, a spiritual something which put him in the road to wisdom. He himself knew nothing, but this put him in the way to learn all. 
Per what I said above, this "spiritual something" does not denote the superstitious idea of an angel that comes and holds conversations with you in some sort of spiritual classroom.  The daimon is the augoeiades, a sort of spiritual communion that when rendered in plain speech can only come out as idiotic...it is simply IT; some sort of indescribable experience of transformation or transfiguration.  This is also aptly described in Dr. Maurice Bucke's book, Cosmic Consciousness.
 

Plato followed him with a full investigation of the principles of being. There was an Agathon, Supreme God, who produced in his own mind a paradeigma of all things. 
He taught that in man was "the immortal principle of the soul," a mortal body, and a "separate mortal kind of soul," which was placed in a separate receptacle of the body from the other; the immortal part was in the head (Timaeus xix., xx.) the other in the trunk (xliv.). 
Nothing is plainer than that Plato regarded the interior man as constituted of two parts -- one always the same, formed of the same entity as Deity, and one mortal and corruptible. 
"Plato and Pythagoras," says Plutarch, "distribute the soul into two parts, the rational (noetic) and irrational (agnoia); that that part of the soul of man which is rational, is eternal; for though it be not God, yet it is the product of an eternal deity, but that part of the soul which is divested of reason (agnoia) dies." 
In Liber AL, we are taught that reason is a lie and that there is a factor that adds into the equation of life that is infinite and unknown.  In other words, we might say that reducing any concept of the nature of spirit, soul and matter to a simplistic reduction able to be consumed by even the simplest of minds is in error.  This holds true here as in any expounding of the general and simplistic idea of the Holy Guardian Angel in most Thelemic quarters.  Plato was not extending any idea that the rational holds some sort of metaphysical nature; only that it is the civilizing factor in what Liber AL would assert is a more complex equation.
 

"Man," says Plutarch, "is compound; and they are mistaken who think him to be compounded of two parts only. For they imagine that the understanding is a part of the soul, but they err in this no less than those who make the soul to be a part of the body, for the understanding (nous) as far exceeds the soul, as the soul is better and diviner than the body. Now this composition of the soul ([[psuche]]) with the understanding ([[nous]]) makes reason; and with the body, passion; of which the one is the beginning or principle of pleasure and pain, and the other of virtue and vice. Of these three parts conjoined and compacted together, the earth has given the body, the moon the soul, and the sun the understanding to the generation of man. 
This is a far more natural rather than supernatural assertion.  It is the Christist current that asserts God as a supernatural phenomenon; and why a superstitious people crave miracles.  I know of one leader in the Thelemic community that not only publicly displays his conversations with his Holy Guardian Angel, but develops the idea that he is a miracle worker through this; engendering his dupes to develop their superstitious tendencies.  There can be no Gnosis from this, but only the development of yet another cult in a world where cults inevitably lead themselves to destruction (Jim Jones, the Branch Dividians, et al); all based on this idea of the destruction of the ego.  For this reason I call them ego-losers; indeed, they are losers.
 

The daemonium of Socrates was this [[nous]], mind, spirit, or understanding of the divine in it. "The [[nous]] of Socrates," says Plutarch, "was pure and mixed itself with the body no more than necessity required. . . . Every soul hath some portion of [[vous]], reason, a man cannot be a man without it; but as much of each soul as is mixed with flesh and appetite is changed and through pain or pleasure becomes irrational. Every soul doth not mix herself after one sort; some plunge themselves into the body, and so, in this life their whole frame is corrupted by appetite and passion; others are mixed as to some part, but the purer part [nous] still remains without the body. It is not drawn down into the body, but it swims above and touches (overshadows) the extremest part of the man's head; it is like a cord to hold up and direct the subsiding part of the soul, as long as it proves obedient and is not overcome by the appetites of the flesh. The part that is plunged into the body is called soul. But the incorruptible part is called the nous and the vulgar think it is within them, as they likewise imagine the image reflected from a glass to be in that glass. But the more intelligent, who know it to be without, call it a Daemon" (a god, a spirit). 
Again, we see that attitude of the spiritual cycle in its implication that the passions can only be base and vile or evil.  That would make the arts themselves as the vehicle of evil and reduce human nature to the world of evil.  Indeed, some contemporary Christian communities teach this directly.  It is why in the U.S., the fundamentalist movement especially for a long time, spear-headed by Jesse Helms in Congress, has done everything it can not only to remove the arts from governmental funding by attemption to quash the NEA (National Endowment for the Arts), but also by attempting to remove it from our public education programs.
In the era of Classical Music, art was said to tame the savage beast.  In other words, the passions themselves are not evil by nature; but produce evil when they lead the soul in an unbridled manner.  But when reason bridles the passions, they can be honed to produce spiritual ecstasy and psychological health.  And so BABALON must be astride the BEAST for Our Lady Babalon is intoxicated with the Blood of the Saints; their spiritual virtue.
 

Plato (in Laws x.) defines soul as "the motion that is able to move itself." "Soul is the most ancient of all things, and the commencement of motion." "Soul was generated prior to body, and body is posterior and secondary, as being, according to nature, ruled over by the ruling soul." "The soul which administers all things that are moved in every way, administers likewise the heavens." 
"Soul then leads everything in heaven, and on earth, and in the sea, by its movements -- the names of which are, to will, to consider, to take care of, to consult, to form opinions true and false, to be in a state of joy, sorrow, confidence, fear, hate, love, together with all such primary movements as are allied to these . . . being a goddess herself, she ever takes as an ally NOUS, a god, and disciplines all things correctly and happily; but when with Annoia -- not nous -- it works out everything the contrary." 
In this language, as in the Buddhist texts, the negative is treated as essential existence. Annihilation comes under a similar exegesis. The positive state, is essential being but no manifestation as such. When the spirit, in Buddhistic parlance, entered nirvana, it lost objective existence but retained subjective. To objective minds this is becoming absolute nothing; to subjective, NO-thing, nothing to be displayed to sense. 
The union of NUIT and HADIT is IT, a most ancient Magickal Term that describes the indescribable.  Without this comprehension the above paragraph in HPB's essay is incomprehensible.  Indeed, the revelation that is Liber AL is no real revelation, but a restoration of the ancient paradigm.  What we have is the restoration of the integrative phase in the three-fold cycle.
 

It is the philosophy of Siddhartha-Buddha again that Pythagoras expounded, when asserting that the ego ([[nous]]) was eternal with God, and that the soul only passed through various stages (Hindu Rupa-locas) to arrive at the divine excellence; meanwhile the thumos returned to the earth, and even the phren was eliminated. Thus the metempsychosis was only a succession of disciplines through refuge-heavens (called by the Buddhists Zion) [It is from the highest Zion that Maitree-Buddha, the Saviour to come, will descend on earth; and it is also from Zion that comes the Christian Deliverer (see Romans xi. 26).], to work off the exterior mind, to rid the nous of the phren, or soul, the Buddhist "Winyanaskandaya," that principle that lives from Karma and the Skandhas (groups). It is the latter, the metaphysical personations of the "deeds" of man, whether good or bad, which, after the death of his body, incarnate themselves, so to say, and form their many invisible but never-dying compounds into a new body, or rather into an ethereal being, the double of what man was morally. It is the astral body of the kabalist and the "incarnated deeds" which form the new sentient self as his Ahancara (the ego, self-consciousness), given to him by the sovereign Master (the breath of God) can never perish, for it is immortal per se as a spirit; hence the sufferings of the newly-born self till he rids himself of every earthly thought, desire, and passion. 
Our astral bodies carry the weight of our experiences and are the projections of our being onto the celestial fabric.  This is the house or "refuge" of the space-time continuum; it is manifestation and the process of nature or karma as defined by NUIT and HADIT.  Per Crowley's comment to the first verse of Liber AL:

The theogony of our Law is entirely scientific, Nuit is Matter, Hadit is Motion, in their full physical sense.<<The Proton and the Electron, in a metaphysical sense, suggest close analogies.>>  They are the Tao and Teh of Chinese Philosophy; or, to put it very simply, the Noun and Verb in grammar.  Our central Truth -- beyond other philosophies.
The soul is a manifested phenomena; spirited housed within it is latent and unmanifest.  Considering the fact that all that which is above is as that which is below and after a different manner, then we can see that all that is manifest is also latent in the unmanifest.  This is the dual cyle of evolution and involution.  There is no escape to some permanent residency in Zion or some other unmanifested Heaven; there is no rest from the passions...for then there is no movement and no life.
 

We now see that the "four mysteries" of the Buddhist doctrine have been as little understood and appreciated as the "wisdom" hinted at by Paul, and spoken "among them that are perfect" (initiated), the "mystery-wisdom" which "none of the Archons of this world knew." The fourth degree of the Buddhist Dhyana, the fruit of Samadhi, which leads to the utmost perfection, to Viconddham, a term correctly rendered by Burnouf in the verb "perfected," is wholly misunderstood by others, as well as in himself. Defining the condition of Dhyana, St. Hilaire argues thus: 
"Finally, having attained the fourth degree, the ascetic possesses no more this feeling of beatitude, however obscure it may be . . . he has also lost all memory . . . he has reached impassibility, as near a neighbor of Nirvana as can be. . . . However, this absolute impassibility does not hinder the ascetic from acquiring, at this very moment, omniscience and the magical power; a flagrant contradiction, about which the Buddhists no more disturb themselves than about so many others." 
This falls perfectly in line with the Thelemic teaching, to operate without the lust of result.  Per Liber AL:
AL I.44:  "For pure will, unassuaged of purpose, delivered from the lust of result, is every way perfect."

And so the 'perfect' are the initiates who operate without lust of result; motivated only by the expression of "pure will".
 

When a Buddhist ascetic has reached the "fourth degree," he is considered a rahat. He produces every kind of phenomena by the sole power of his freed spirit. A rahat, say the Buddhists, is one who has acquired the power of flying in the air, becoming invisible, commanding the elements, and working all manner of wonders, commonly, and as erroneously, called meipo (miracles). He is a perfect man, a demi-god. A god he will become when he reaches Nirvana; for, like the initiates of both Testaments, the worshippers of Buddha know that they "are gods." 
"Genuine Buddhism, overleaping the barrier between finite and infinite mind, urges its followers to aspire, by their own efforts, to that divine perfectibility of which it teaches that man is capable, and by attaining which man becomes a god," says Brian Houghton Hodgson. 
Dreary and sad were the ways, and blood-covered the tortuous paths by which the world of the Christians was driven to embrace the Irenaean and Eusebian Christianity. And yet, unless we accept the views of the ancient Pagans, what claim has our generation to having solved any of the mysteries of the "kingdom of heaven"? What more does the most pious and learned of Christians know of the future destiny and progress of our immortal spirits than the heathen philosopher of old, or the modern "Pagan" beyond the Himalaya? Can he even boast that he knows as much, although he works in the full blaze of "divine" revelation? We have seen a Buddhist holding to the religion of his fathers, both in theory and practice; and, however blind may be his faith, however absurd his notions on some particular doctrinal points, later engraftings of an ambitious clergy, yet in practical works his Buddhism is far more Christ-like in deed and spirit than the average life of our Christian priests and ministers. The fact alone that his religion commands him to "honor his own faith, but never slander that of other people," is sufficient. It places the Buddhist lama immeasurably higher than any priest or clergyman who deems it his sacred duty to curse the "heathen" to his face, and sentence him and his religion to "eternal damnation." Christianity becomes every day more a religion of pure emotionalism. The doctrine of Buddha is entirely based on practical works. A general love of all beings, human and animal, is its nucleus. A man who knows that unless he toils for himself he has to starve, and understands that he has no scapegoat to carry the burden of his iniquities for him, is ten times as likely to become a better man than one who is taught that murder, theft, and profligacy can be washed in one instant as white as snow, if he but believes in a God who, to borrow an expression of Volney, "once took food upon earth, and is now himself the food of his people." 
So we see the Christian, in denying the passions, pushes these psychological drives to inordinate means for expression.  Is it no wonder the we find pedophiles amongst Roman priests or gays and adulterers amongst fundamentalist preachers?  Here, HPB suggests that what we can infer to be a true Buddhism is very involved in this world and is not the ego-loser philosophy that modern Buddhism has become.  And we can see, under HPB's influence, it seems that Crowely initially became a Buddhist, before his reception of Liber AL.
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This morning's reading in HPB's Isis Unveiled presented a numinous experience for me; as I'll explain below.  Again, reading Chapter 7 of Volume II, I will leave this uncommented as it serves as a sure primer for those interested in the study of the Qabalah.  The only point of comment that I will add has to do with the letter H.
In the Ophite gems of King (Gnostics), we find the name of Iao repeated, and often confounded with that of Ievo, while the latter simply represents one of the genii antagonistic to Abraxas. In order that these names may not be taken as identical with the name of the Jewish Jehovah we will at once explain this word. It seems to us surpassingly strange that so many learned archaeologists should have so little insisted that there was more than one Jehovah, and disclaimed that the name originated with Moses. Iao is certainly a title of the Supreme Being, and belongs partially to the Ineffable Name; but it neither originated with nor was it the sole property of the Jews. Even if it had pleased Moses to bestow the name upon the tutelar "Spirit," the alleged protector and national deity of the "Chosen people of Israel," there is yet no possible reason why other nationalities should receive Him as the Highest and One-living God. But we deny the assumption altogether. Besides, there is the fact that Yaho or Iao was a "mystery name" from the beginning, [image: image12.png]bkl



and [image: image13.png]


never came into use before King David. Anterior to his time, few or no proper names were compounded with iah or jah. It looks rather as though David, being a sojourner among the Tyrians and Philistines (2 Samuel), brought thence the name of Jehovah. He made Zadok high-priest, from whom came the Zadokites or Sadducees. He lived and ruled first at Hebron [image: image14.png]Mam



, Habir-on or Kabeir-town, where the rites of the four (mystery-gods) were celebrated. Neither David nor Solomon recognized either Moses or the law of Moses. They aspired to build a temple to [image: image15.png]bkl



, like the structures erected by Hiram to Hercules and Venus, Adon and Astarte. 
Says Furst: "The very ancient name of God, Yaho, written in the Greek [[Iao]], appears, apart from its derivation, to have been an old mystic name of the Supreme deity of the Shemites. (Hence it was told to Moses when initiated at HOR-EB -- the cave, under the direction of Jethro, the Kenite or Cainite priest of Midian.) In an old religion of the Chaldeans, whose remains are to be found amongst the Neo-platonists, the highest divinity enthroned above the seven heavens, representing the Spiritual Light-Principle (nous) [Nous, the designation given by Anaxagoras to the Supreme Deity, was taken from Egypt, where he was styled NOUT.] and also conceived as Derniurgus, (By very few though, for the creators of the material universe were always considered as subordinate deities to the Most High God.) was called [[Iao]] [image: image16.png]ant



, who was, like the Hebrew Yaho, mysterious and unmentionable, and whose name was communicated to the initiated. The Phoenicians had a Supreme God whose name was trilateral and secret, and he was [[Iao]]."
But while Furst insists that the name has a Semitic origin, there are other scholars who trace it farther than he does, and look back beyond the classification of the Caucasians. 
In Sanscrit we have Jah and Jaya, or Jaa and Ja-ga, and this throws light on the origin of the famous festival of the car of Jaga-nath, commonly called Jaggernath. Javhe means "he who is," and Dr. Spiegel traces even the Persian name of God, "Ahura," to the root ah, which in Sanscrit is pronounced as, to breathe, and asu, became, therefore, in time, synonymous with "Spirit." (Asi means, moreover, "Thou art," in Sanscrit, and also "sword," "Asi," without the accent on the first vowel.) Rawlinson strongly supports the opinion of an Aryan or Vedic influence on the early Babylonian mythology. We have given, a few pages back, the strongest possible proofs of the identity of Vishnu with Dag-on. The same may be adduced for the title of [[Iao]], and its Sanscrit root traced in every country. JU or Jovis is the oldest Latin name for God. "As male he is Ju-piter, or Ju, the father, pitar being Sanscrit for father; as feminine, Ju-no or Ju, the comforter -- [image: image17.png]™



being the Phoenician word for rest and comfort." Professor Max Muller shows that although "Dyaus," sky, does not occur as a masculine in the ordinary Sanscrit, yet it does occur in the Veda, "and thus bears witness to the early Aryan worship of Dyaus, the Greek Zeus" (The Veda). 
To grasp the real and primitive sense of the term [[IAO]], and the reason of its becoming the designation for the most mysterious of all deities, we must search for its origin in the figurative phraseology of all the primitive people. We must first of all go to the most ancient sources for our information. In one of the Books of Hermes, for instance, we find him saying that the number TEN is the mother of the soul, and that the life and light are therein united. For "the number 1 (one) is born from the spirit, and the number 10 (ten) from matter"; (These sacred anagrams were called "Zeruph." ) "the unity has made the TEN, the TEN the unity." ("Book of Numbers, or Book of the Keys." )
The kabalistic gematria -- one of the methods for extracting the hidden meaning from letters, words, and sentences -- is arithmetical. It consists in applying to the letters of a word the sense they bear as numbers, in outward shape as well as in their individual sense. Moreover, by the Themura (another method used by the kabalists) any word could be made to yield its mystery out of its anagram. Thus, we find the author of Sepher Jezira saying, one or two centuries before our era: (The "Jezira," or book of the creation, was written by Rabbi Akiba, who was the teacher and instructor of Simeon Ben Iochai, who was called the prince of the kabalists, and wrote the "Sohar." Franck asserts that "Jezira" was written one century B.C. ("Die Kabbala," 65), but other and as competent judges make it far older. At all events, it is now proved that Simeon Ben Iochai lived before the second destruction of the temple.) "ONE, the spirit of the Alahim of Lives." So again, in the oldest kabalistic diagrams, the ten Sephiroth are represented as wheels or circles, and Adam Kadmon, the primitive man, as an upright pillar. "Wheels and seraphim and the holy creatures" (chioth), says Rabbi Akiba. [See the constancy with which Ezekiel sticks in his vision to the "wheels" of the "living creatures" (ch. 1., passim).] In another system of the same branch of the symbolical Kabala, called Athbach -- which arranges the letters of the alphabet by pairs in three rows -- all the couples in the first row bear the numerical value ten; and in the system of Simeon Ben-Shetah, (He was an Alexandrian Neo-platonic under the first of the Ptolemies.) the uppermost couple -- the most sacred of all, is preceded by the Pythagorean cipher, one and a nought, or zero -- 10. 
If we can once appreciate the fact that, among all the peoples of the highest antiquity, the most natural conception of the First Cause manifesting itself in its creatures, and that to this they could not but ascribe the creation of all, was that of an androgyne deity; that the male principle was considered the vivifying invisible spirit, and the female, mother nature; we shall be enabled to understand how that mysterious cause came at first to be represented (in the picture-writings, perhaps) as the combination of the Alpha and Omega of numbers, a decimal, then as IAO, a trilateral name, containing in itself a deep allegory. 
IAO, in such a case, would -- etymologically considered -- mean the "Breath of Life," generated or springing forth between an upright male and an egg-shaped female principle of nature; for, in Sanscrit, as means "to be," "to live or exist"; and originally it meant "to breathe." "From it," says Max Muller, "in its original sense of breathing, the Hindus formed 'asu,' breath, and 'asura,' the name of God, whether it meant the breathing one or the giver of breath."  It certainly meant the latter. In Hebrew, "Ah" and "Iah" mean life. Cornelius Agrippa, in his treatise on the Preeminence of Woman, shows that "the word Eve suggests comparison with the mystic symbols of the kabalists, the name of the woman having affinity with the ineffable Tetragrammaton, the most sacred name of the divinity." Ancient names were always consonant with the things they represented. In relation to the mysterious name of the Deity in question, the hitherto inexplicable hint of the kabalists as to the efficacy of the letter H, "which Abram took away from his wife Sarah" and "put into the middle of his own name," becomes clear. 
Since my earliest introduction to Magick, I have been enamored of the letter H as it has held a certain key to the mysteries for me; and on a very personal level.  In my article, The Riddle Solved, I write:
Personal Note:  I was originally trained in Tarot (1984 ev) by a High Priest in an African VooDoo clan, having originally met him in a workshop at Herman Slater's shop, the Magickal Childe.  While in the U.S., he was staying in a housing complex over the George Washington Bridge, in Harlem (Uptown Manhattan), very close to where I lived.  He originally presented the program with the Rider-Waite deck.  Two years later, I began using the Thoth deck by Crowley.  And my first real encounter with this deck was with the Heirophant Atu.  I was moved by a profound vision, which was quite confusing (yet exhilarating) for me.  So I contacted my benefactor who saw something in this and he immediately invited me to his home to spend a day on this.  He informed me that this vision had instilled in me a creative power that was a personal key for me.  And since then, the Hierophant Atu turns up in a large percentage of readings I have done for myself.  It figures into my understanding of Liber H (being of course, the initial letter of the word, but also, there is an A.'.A.'. instruction that connects this with the Hebrew letter Heh).  Now this and the letter Heh figure into a part of this solution of the Riddle.  This is a numinous experience for me.
Liber H is known to those of our lineage in the A.'.A.'. as Liber Reguli; the orienting of the Aspirant to the energies of the Aeon and the invocation of those energies, called down to this plane.  Indeed, HPB's explanation of the letter H in the conversion of Abram to Abraham was the first significant understanding I had of the hidden history contained within the Bible; having read as a teenager, a book on this hidden history (Deceptions and Myths of the Bible by Lloyd M. Graham) and coming to realize that there was much being ignored by most readers of the Bible.  The letter H has been a key for me from my earliest instruction.  To quote Mr. Graham directly in what had such a profound affect on me, he writes:
"What does the 'seed of Abraham' mean?  Abraham, formerly Abram, is but the Hindu Creator Brahma, formerly Brama, with the a as prefix instead of suffix.  Therefore Abraha's seed is the Creator's seed."
This started my journey away from the Roman church; first taking me to the Bhagavad-Gita.
It may perhaps be argued, by way of objection, that it is not ascertained as yet at what period of antiquity the nought occurs for the first time in Indian manuscripts or inscriptions. Be that as it may, the case presents circumstantial evidence of too strong a character not to carry a conviction of probability with it. According to Max Muller "the two words 'cipher' and 'zero,' which are in reality but one . . . are sufficient to prove that our figures are borrowed from the Arabs."  Cipher is the Arabic "cifron," and means empty, a translation of the Sanscrit name of the nought "synya," he says. The Arabs had their figures from Hindustan, and never claimed the discovery for themselves. As to the Pythagoreans, we need but turn to the ancient manuscripts of Boethius's Geometry, composed in the sixth century, to find in the Pythagorean numerals (See King's "Gnostics and their Remains," plate xiii. ) the 1 and the nought, as the first and final cipher. And Porphyry, who quotes from the Pythagorean Moderatus, ("Vita Pythagor.") says that the numerals of Pythagoras were "hieroglyphical symbols, by means whereof he explained ideas concerning the nature of things." 
Now, if the most ancient Indian manuscripts show as yet no trace of decimal notation in them, Max Muller states very clearly that until now he has found but nine letters (the initials of the Sanscrit numerals) in them -- on the other hand we have records as ancient to supply the wanted proof. We speak of the sculptures and the sacred imagery in the most ancient temples of the far East. Pythagoras derived his knowledge from India; and we find Professor Max Muller corroborating this statement, at least so far as allowing the Neo-Pythagoreans to have been the first teachers of "ciphering" among the Greeks and Romans; that "they, at Alexandria, or in Syria, became acquainted with the Indian figures, and adapted them to the Pythagorean abacus" (our figures). This cautious allowance implies that Pythagoras himself was acquainted with but nine figures. So that we might reasonably answer that although we possess no certain proof that the decimal notation was known to Pythagoras, who lived on the very close of the archaic ages, (608 B. C.) we yet have sufficient evidence to show that the full numbers, as given by Boethius, were known to the Pythagoreans, even before Alexandria was built. (This city was built 332 B. C.) This evidence we find in Aristotle, who says that "some philosophers hold that ideas and numbers are of the same nature, and amount to TEN in all." ("Metaph.," vii. F.) This, we believe, will be sufficient to show that the decimal notation was known among them at least as early as four centuries B.C., for Aristotle does not seem to treat the question as an innovation of the "Neo-Pythagoreans." 
Besides, as we have remarked above, the representations of the archaic deities, on the walls of the temples, are of themselves quite suggestive enough. So, for instance, Vishnu is represented in the Kurmavatara (his second avatar) as a tortoise sustaining a circular pillar, on which the semblance of himself (Maya, or the illusion) sits with all his attributes. 
While one hand holds a flower, another a club, the third a shell, the fourth, generally the upper one, or at the right -- holds on his forefinger, extended as the cipher 1, the chakra, or discus, which resembles a ring, or a wheel, and might be taken for the nought. In his first avatar, the Matsyavatam, when emerging from the fish's mouth, he is represented in the same position. The ten-armed Durga of Bengal; the ten-headed Ravana, the giant; Parvati -- as Durga, Indra, and Indrani, are found with this attribute, which is a perfect representation of the May-pole.
The holiest of the temples among the Hindus, are those of Jaggarnath. This deity is worshipped equally by all the sects of India, and Jaggarnath is named "The Lord of the World." He is the god of the Mysteries, and his temples, which are most numerous in Bengal, are all of a pyramidal form. 
There is no other deity which affords such a variety of etymologies as Iaho, nor a name which can be so variously pronounced. It is only by associating it with the Masoretic points that the later Rabbins succeeded in making Jehovah read "Adonai" -- or Lord. Philo Byblus spells it in Greek letters [[IEUO]] -- IEVO. Theodoret says that the Samaritans pronounced it Iabe (Yahva) and the Jews Yaho; which would make it as we have shown I-ah-O. Diodorus states that "among the Jews they relate that Moses called the God [[Iao]]." It is on the authority of the Bible itself, therefore, that we maintain that before his initiation by Jethro, his father-in-law, Moses had never known the word Iaho. The future Deity of the sons of Israel calls out from the burning bush and gives His name as "I am that I am," and specifies carefully that He is the "Lord God of the Hebrews" (Exod. iii. 18), not of the other nations. Judging him by his own acts, throughout the Jewish records, we doubt whether Christ himself, had he appeared in the days of the Exodus, would have been welcomed by the irascible Sinaitic Deity. However, "The Lord God," who becomes, on His own confession, Jehovah only in the 6th chapter of Exodus (verse 3) finds his veracity put to a startling test in Genesis xxii. 14, in which revealed passage Abraham builds an altar to Jehovah-jireh. 
It would seem, therefore, but natural to make a difference between the mystery-God [[Iao]], adopted from the highest antiquity by all who participated in the esoteric knowledge of the priests, and his phonetic counterparts, whom we find treated with so little reverence by the Ophites and other Gnostics. Once having burdened themselves like the Azazel of the wilderness with the sins and iniquities of the Jewish nation, it now appears hard for the Christians to have to confess that those whom they thought fit to consider the "chosen people" of God -- their sole predecessors in monotheism -- were, till a very late period, as idolatrous and polytheistic as their neighbors. The shrewd Talmudists have escaped the accusation for long centuries by screening themselves behind the Masoretic invention. But, as in everything else, truth was at last brought to light. We know now that Ihoh [image: image18.png]bkl



must be read Iahoh and Iah, not Jehovah. Iah of the Hebrews is plainly the Iacchos (Bacchus) of the Mysteries; the God "from whom the liberation of souls was expected -- Dionysus, Iacchos, Iahoh, Iah." Aristotle then was right when he said: "Joh [image: image19.png]bkl



was Oromasdes and Ahriman Pluto, for the God of heaven, Ahura-mazda, rides on a chariot which the Horse of the Sun follows." And Dunlap quotes Psalm lxviii. 4, which reads: 
"Praise him by his name Iach ([image: image20.png]


), 
Who rides upon the heavens, as on a horse," 
and then shows that "the Arabs represented Iauk (Iach) by a horse. The Horse of the Sun (Dionysus)." Iah is a softening of Iach, "he explains." [image: image21.png]
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h interchange; so s softens to h. The Hebrews express the idea of LIFE both by a ch and an h; as chiach, to be, hiah, to be; Iach, God of Life, Iah, "I am." Well then may we repeat these lines of Ausonius: 
"Ogugia calls me Bacchus; Egypt thinks me Osiris;
The Musians name me Ph'anax; the Indi consider me Dionysus;
The Roman Mysteries call me Liber; the Arabian race Adonis!" 
And the chosen people Adoni and Jehovah -- we may add. 
How little the philosophy of the old secret doctrine was understood, is illustrated in the atrocious persecutions of the Templars by the Church, and in the accusation of their worshipping the Devil under the shape of the goat -- Baphomet! Without going into the old Masonic mysteries, there is not a Mason -- of those we mean who do know something -- but has an idea of the true relation that Baphomet bore to Azaze, the scapegoat of the wilderness, whose character and meaning are entirely perverted in the Christian translations. "This terrible and venerable name of God," says Lanci,* librarian to the Vatican, "through the pen of biblical glossers, has been a devil, a mountain, a wilderness, and a he-goat." In Mackenzie's Royal Masonic Cyclopaedia, the author very correctly remarks that "this word should be divided into Azaz and El," for "it signifies God of Victory, but is here used in the sense of author of Death, in contrast to Jehovah, the author of Life; the latter received a dead goat as an offering." The Hindu Trinity is composed of three personages, which are convertible into one. The Trimurti is one, and in its abstraction indivisible, and yet we see a metaphysical division taking place from the first, and while Brahma, though collectively representing the three, remains behind the scenes, Vishnu is the Life-Giver, the Creator, and the Preserver, and Siva is the Destroyer, and the Death-giving deity. "Death to the Life-Giver, life to the Death-dealer. The symbolical antithesis is grand and beautiful," says Gliddon. "Deus est Daemon inversus" of the kabalists now becomes clear. It is but the intense and cruel desire to crush out the last vestige of the old philosophies by perverting their meaning, for fear that their own dogmas should not be rightly fathered on them, which impels the Catholic Church to carry on such a systematic persecution in regard to Gnostics, Kabalists, and even the comparatively innocent Masons. 
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