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Cammy

Our bodies have to be as sensitive as fingertips and as intuitive and conforming as the lull of the ocean waves - strong and calm but armed only with our attentive minds and nourished by the enlightening rays of the sun. In this way can move among the people, and through the streets, with a scratch or perhaps a bruised ego rather than self-denial. We can survive in our day-to-day lives, voice out the tears and squeeze out the juices necessary for our hearts to breathe, and even love and laugh. We live in the moment and plan the future of our dreams and ambitions after what seems like a lifetime of the past, which now presents itself in the occasional deja-vu. 

However our desires are somehow jaded like overplayed music, and we fight the animal urge to breed and play house like everyone else out of sheer boredom. Confidence has nowhere to go and we imagine life to be an invincible circle. We cautiously avoid chaos in spite of death itself although we deem ourselves ready for the next leap forward. Mediocrity ensues by thinking we have seen and done it all after we've sown our wild oats... 

But it's only just begun. And what of the soul? This is insanity. Yet we still hope to carve our names in stone, or make a mark upon the masses so that eternity smiles upon us. From within our libidinous will we hammer out these words: 

This small place is no longer our world, these shoes no longer fit and your kiss no longer tells. But we will always be ourselves.

Hi Cammy,
93
This seems like a passage from Nietzsche's Zarathustra.  And you can see why in the end, people would come to revile him.  He shoots down the mediocrity of the common man at the very dawn of the age of the common man.  Such truth could never be appreciated by such a mob.  There is no immortality in making babies, nor in carving your name on the headstone of your grave.  And yet, this is what all the slave religions, cursed by AL, have given us over the centuries.  Knowing this, one should be compelled to take the next step and find something more authentic.
But the real danger of the slave religions is that people have become unaware of their innate quest for immortality.  They've been deluded into thinking that's already a given; and only that they need to secure a heavenly afterlife, in contrast with the torturous hell that scares them into a false love of their god.
93/93
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The fundamental problem with the idea of immortality

is that it is commonly misunderstood to imply a

continuity of personality. At best, the continuity of

personality from one lifetime to the next is a symptom

of the possibility of immortality. At worst, it is a

sure sign that One is breaking down into its elements,

and become divided within itself. 

AUMGN, AMEN & AGAPE

Rommial 

Hi Charles,

93

While I don't see immortality as the continuation of personality, per se, it would be interesting to hear your explanation of 'breaking down into its elements and become divided within itself.'  What I do see is the continued coagulation of the astral body and its memories, as well as the opening up into full conscious comprehension, one's past lives...perhaps even one's future lives in light of modern physics.

Memories are of course, an important part of this, which is why the Major Adept in the A.'.A.'. is charged with the task of recovering these memories.  The personality is really a function of the physical body and it seems to me, that whatever unconscious elements might be a part of that, would be a function not just of early natal and pre-natal experience, but also of past-life experience.

And so, in each subsequent incarnation (assuming reincarnation is attained; as I don't believe it is a given for any one human being), the new emerging personality would seem to cumulatively based on all previous incarnations.

93/93

pj

I wrote it but yes, I was inspired by Nietzsche :)

93

Hi Cammy,
93
I knew you were reading Nietzsche, but I'm delighted to see it's your essay; good work.  You've obviously found some real inspiration here.
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more...

93

Cammy

We speak words that matter. But unless our feet move in truth time will pass us by.

Interrupt your habits in deference to the tendency to write. The muse gives us inspiration in word-images, color-sounds and feeling-thoughts.

But it isn't ours. It is a stream-of-consciousness in which we pick out pieces from thin air that we then make tangible and concrete enough to stand up on their own against sharp winds. A jigsaw puzzle to put together and make sense out of. 

Hi Cammy,
93
Yes, the feet don't lie and talk is cheap.
But more interesting is the 'stream of consciousness', something the Beats and particularly Allen Ginsburg took a strong interest in.  In Magick, part of the goal is to get beyond the stream of consciousness to the 'listener.'  This is a Vedantic exercise.  And Carl Jung claimed that the stream of consciousness was somehow connected to the collective unconscious.
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'breaking down into its
elements and become divided within itself.'

 

By which I mean: When One recognizes that those aspects of One's personality which have persisted are merely symptomatic of the continuation of the existance of a much more subtle and sublime element, there will be, as the Chinese might say, "no error".

 

But when the opposite is true; when individuals cling to those personality traits which do persist, as the essential part of their being and becoming, the laws of change and stability will tend to assess an agenda of destruction against them. We see this often enough in the machinations of the more talented individuals in the "New Age" movement. Having gained many glimpses into this akashic record, they begin to so identify with those memories, that they lose track of that core about which those memories are built, and become divided against it. This is also a problem which I predict will arise as a result of a continued insistance on clinging to the Osirian Formula. For, rare indeed is it, or so I must imagine, that there might be some "core" that has pesisted through many Aeons being capable of assimilating and changing itself and thereby avoiding the aforementioned "agenda of destruction". i liken it to PAN dancing about the ruins of the Blasted Tower. 

 

Also,  it might be remarked that this is at least one mode of reasoning behind Crowley's repeated insistance that One make it a poiint to violate One's own "nature"; in order that they might turn aside the grip that those tendencies which they have built about themselves might have. And, speaking from experience, though it an ugly and hoorible feat to face, initially, it is, once accomplished, and unfailing source of pleasure. 

 

AUMGN, AMEN & AGAPE

Rommial 

Hi Charles,
93
Thanks...very interesting.  I could imagine that there might be some personality traits inherent in the essential character of any star, that would then not be culpable to any modification through subsequent incarnations.  These traits would then have some affect upon other, lesser personality traits that are a part of a star's present incarnation.  Identifying with these lesser traits in the present or any previous incarnation would be the same error that is routinely made by the lower personality that has no contact with the 'asar un nefer.'  The fragmented character then is that that is exhibited by most people in the world today.
It was Jung who really first talked about the idea of 'integration' in order to bring the psyche to some point of whole-ness.  Crowley was not so direct in his assertions, as it seems he didn't feel the need to.  He expected his readers to already be well read and he expected his Neophytes to be doing the work of self-analysis.  And by being well read, one would have come across and seen the importance in the Hermetic Axiom: Know thyself.
It is also interesting that Gurdjieff also saw this fragmentation in the personality; presenting a very radical means for unification, which bordered on the sadistic treatment of some of his students.  And of course, the ego-losers try to avoid the issue entirely by attempting the absolute abandonment of any egoic orientation.  I think the danger in this is that such a desire to lose the ego is but one of the fractured elements of the egoic function.  And as I have seen, always leads to a moral breakdown.
The problem as I've seen in so many people that I've talked to is that people think they know themselves, basing it upon knowing their desires.  But they don't see how their personal taboos edit out those desires that they find repulsive.  Hence, the projections onto other people that they unconsciously love or hate.  This is where Crowley and for that matter, Gurdjieff, both succeed.  They ask of their students to monitor the tendencies with no real attention paid to the desires.  And this is where so many Occultists, including the New Agers; and even especially, Thelemites, Wiccans and Chaos Magickians, fail.  They focus on desires and attempt to create Magicks that will fulfill such desires.  The Temple OV Psychic Youth and the Setians are extreme examples of this.
Recently, I watched a devout Setian working in this area and traveling through Masonic circles, succumb to a complete personality breakdown because of this.  He ended up in a psychiatric ward in a local hospital and I haven't heard of him since.  For my own part and personal experience, I've seen when I've capitulated to this, the psychic exhaustion has proven to be overwhelming.  And it does take some time to recharge those batteries.
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I've personally found that creativity can also be tiring...which is probably why some people are misdiagnosed as being bipolar (manic-depressive) since their energy levels go up and down, when they're really just creative. But creative to a fault? That can lead to compulsive lying and various addictions due to the illusions one has about oneself and/or the people around them (defining themselves through others and self-projections)). And being a sort of "psychic sponge" where one absorbs around them is likewise exhausting. The energy exchange between people (to paraphrase from Motta) is a symbiotic relationship and anything outside the 'normal' range is a form of vampirism (draining the life-force). Finally, it is found that when you go to a better environment and hang out with better people, your outlook will improve. A change of pace and scene. "Tell me who you walk with, and I will tell you who you are." 

Speaking of desire...it's hard to let go of people when you are wishing for the person you want them to be, or thought they were, or they used to be etc. Sometimes the desire for love is so great that one feels they can put up with anything and should take the so-called "love" in whatever form it comes in. 

93

Cammy

Hi Charles,
93
I thought it worthwhile to reproduce Blavatsky's ideas on reincarnation; I'd be interested in your comments on this (see below).
93/93
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THEORIES ABOUT REINCARNATION AND SPIRITS

(Reprinted from The Path, November, 1886.) 

OVER and over again the abstruse and mooted question of Rebirth or Reincarnation has crept out during the first ten years of the Theosophical Society's existence. It has been alleged on prima facie evidence that a notable discrepancy was found between statements made in "Isis Unveiled," Vol. 1, 351-2, and later teachings from the same pen and under the inspiration of the same master.* 

In Isis, it was held, reincarnation is denied. An occasional return only of "depraved spirits" is allowed. "Exclusive of that rare and doubtful possibility, 'Isis' allows only three cases -- abortion, very early death, and idiocy -- in which reincarnation on this earth occurs." ("C. C. M." in Light, 1882.) 

The charge was answered then and there as every one who will turn to the Theosophist of August, 1882, can see for himself. Nevertheless, the answer either failed to satisfy some readers or passed unnoticed. Leaving aside the strangeness of the assertion that reincarnation -- i.e., the serial and periodical rebirth of every individual monad from pralaya to pralaya** -- is denied, in the face of the fact that the doctrine is part and parcel and one of the fundamental features of Hinduism and Buddhism, the charge amounted virtually to this: the writer of the present, a professed admirer and student of Hindu philosophy, and as professed a follower of Buddhism years before Isis was written, by rejecting reincarnation must necessarily reject KARMA likewise! For the latter is the very corner-stone of Esoteric philosophy and Eastern religions; it is the grand and one pillar on which hangs the whole philosophy of rebirths, and, once the latter is denied, the whole doctrine of Karma falls into meaningless verbiage. 

Nevertheless the opponents, without stopping to think of the evident "discrepancy" between charge and fact, accused a Buddhist by profession of faith of denying reincarnation, hence also by implication -- Karma. Adverse to wrangling with one who was a friend and undesirous at the time to enter upon a defence of details and internal evidence -- a loss of time indeed, -- the writer answered merely with a few sentences. But it now becomes necessary to well define the doctrine. Other critics have taken 

[[Footnote(s)]] ------------------------------------------------- 

* See charge and answer, in Theosophist, August, 1882. 

** The cycle of existence during the manvantara -- period before and after the beginning and completion of which every such "monad" is absorbed and reabsorbed in the ONE soul, anima mundi. 
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the same line, and by misunderstanding the passages to that effect in Isis they have reached the same rather extraordinary conclusions. 

To put an end to such useless controversies, it is proposed to explain the doctrine more clearly. 

Although, in view of the later more minute renderings of the esoteric doctrines, it is quite immaterial what may have been written in Isis -- an encyclopedia of occult subjects in which each of these is hardly sketched -- let it be known at once that the writer maintains the correctness of every word given out upon the subject in her earlier volumes. What was said in the Theosophist of August, 1882, may now be repeated here. The passage quoted from it may be, and is most likely, "incomplete, chaotic, vague, perhaps clumsy, as are many more passages in that work, the first literary production of a foreigner who even now can hardly boast of her knowledge of the English language." Nevertheless it is quite correct so far as that collateral feature of reincarnation is therein concerned. 

I will now give extracts from Isis and proceed to explain every passage criticised, wherein it was said that "a few fragments of this mysterious doctrine of reincarnation as distinct from metempsychosis" -- would be then presented. Sentences now explained are in italics. 

Reincarnation, i.e. the appearance of the same individual, or rather of his astral monad, twice on the same planet is not a rule in nature, it is an exception, like the teratological phenomenon of a two-headed infant. It is preceded by a violation of the laws of harmony of nature, and happens only when the latter, seeking to restore its disturbed equilibrium, violently throws back into earth-life the astral monad which had been tossed out of the circle of necessity by crime or accident. Thus in cases of abortion, of infants dying before a certain age, and of congenital and incurable idiocy, nature's original design to produce a perfect human being, has been interrupted. Therefore, while the gross matter of each of these several entities is suffered to disperse itself at death, through the vast realm of being, the immortal spirit and astral monad of the individual -- the latter having been set apart to animate a frame and the former to shed its divine light on the corporeal organization -- must try a second time to carry out the purpose of the creative intelligence. (Vol. I, p. 351.) 

Here the "astral monad" or body of the deceased personality -- say of John or Thomas -- is meant. It is that which, in the teachings of the Esoteric philosophy of Hinduism, is known under its name of bhoot; in the Greek philosophy is called the simulacrum or umbra, and in all other philosophies worthy of the name is said, as taught in the former, to disappear after a certain period more or less prolonged in Kama-loka -- the
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Limbus of the Roman Catholics, or Hades of the Greeks.* It is "a violation of the laws of harmony of nature," though it be so decreed by those of Karma -- every time that the astral monad, or the simulacrum of the personality -- of John or Thomas -- instead of running down to the end of its natural period of time in a body, finds itself (a) violently thrown out of it whether by early death or accident; or (b) is compelled in consequence of its unfinished task to reappear, (i.e. the same astral body wedded to the same immortal monad) on earth again, in order to complete the unfinished task. Thus "it must try a second time to carry out the purpose of creative intelligence" or law. 

If reason has been so far developed as to become active and discriminative there is no** (immediate) reincarnation on this earth, for the three parts of the triune man have been united together and he is capable of running the race. But when the new being has not passed beyond the condition of Monad, or when, as in the idiot, the trinity has not been completed on earth and therefore cannot be so after death, the immortal spark which illuminates it, has to re-enter on the earthly plane as it was frustrated in its first attempt. Otherwise, the mortal or astral, and the immortal or divine souls, could not progress in unison and pass onward to the sphere above*** (Devachan). Spirit follows a line parallel with that of matter; and the spiritual evolution goes hand in hand with the physical. 

The Occult Doctrine teaches that: -- 

(1) There is no immediate reincarnation on Earth for the Monad, as falsely taught by the Reincarnationist Spiritists; nor is there any second incarnation at all for the "personal" or false Ego -- the perisprit -- save the exceptional cases mentioned. But that (a) there are re-births, or periodical reincarnations for the immortal Ego ("Ego" during the cycle of rebirths, and non-Ego, in Nirvana or Moksha when it becomes impersonal and absolute); for that Ego is the root of every new incarnation, the string on which are threaded, one after the other, the false personalities or illusive bodies called men, in which the Monad-Ego incarnates itself during the cycle of births; and (b) that such reincarnations take place not before 1,500, 2,000, and even 3,000 years of Devachanic life. 

(2) That Manas -- the seat of Jiv, that spark which runs the round of the cycle of births and rebirths with the Monad, from the beginning to the end of a Manvantara, -- is the real Ego. That (a) the Jiv follows the di- 

[[Footnote(s)]] ------------------------------------------------- 

* Hades has surely never been meant for Hell. It was always the abode of the sorrowing shadows of astral bodies of the dead personalities. Western readers should remember Kama-loka is not Karma-loka, for Kama means desire, and Karma does not. 

** Had this word "immediate" been put at the time of publishing Isis between the two words "no" and "reincarnation" there would have been less room for dispute and controversy. 

*** By "sphere above," of course "Devachan" was meant.
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vine monad that gives it spiritual life and immortality into Devachan, -- that therefore, it can neither be reborn before its appointed period, nor reappear on Earth visibly or invisibly in the interim; and (b) that, unless the fruition, the spiritual aroma of the Manas, or all these highest aspirations and spiritual qualities and attributes that constitute the higher SELF of man, become united to its monad, the latter becomes as Non-existent; since it is in esse "impersonal" and per se Ego-less, so to say, and gets its spiritual colouring or flavour of Ego-tism only from each Manas during incarnation and after it is disembodied and separated from all its lower principles. 

(3) That the remaining four principles, or rather the 2 1/2 -- as they are composed of the terrestrial portion of Manas, of its vehicle Kama-Rupa and Lingha Sarira, -- the body dissolving immediately, and prana or the life principle along with it, -- that these principles having belonged to the false personality are unfit for Devachan. The latter is the state of Bliss, the reward for all the undeserved miseries of life,* and that which prompted man to sin, namely his terrestrial passionate nature, can have no room in it. 

Therefore the non-reincarnating principles (the false personality) are left behind in Kama-loka, firstly as a material residue, then later on as a reflection on the mirror of Astral light. Endowed with illusive action, to the day when having gradually faded out they disappear, what is it but the Greek Eidolon and the simulacrum of the Greek and Latin poets and classics? 

What reward or punishment can there be in that sphere of disembodied human entities for a foetus or a human embryo which had not even time to breathe on this earth, still less an opportunity to exercise the divine faculties of its spirit? Or, for an irresponsible infant, whose senseless monad remaining dormant within the astral and physical casket, could as little prevent him from burning himself as any other person to death? Or again for one idiotic from birth, the number of whose cerebral circumvolutions is only from twenty to thirty per cent of those of sane persons, and who therefore is irresponsible for either his disposition, acts, or for the imperfections of his vagrant, half-developed intellect. (Isis, Vol. I, p. 352.) 

[[Footnote(s)]] ------------------------------------------------- 
* The reader must bear in mind that the esoteric teaching maintains that save in cases of wickedness when man's nature attains the acme of Evil, and human terrestrial sin reaches Satanic universal character, so to say, as some Sorcerers do -- there is no punishment for the majority of mankind after death. The law of retribution as Karma, waits man at the threshold of his new incarnation. Man is at best a wretched tool of evil, unceasingly forming new causes and circumstances. He is not always (if ever) responsible. Hence a period of rest and bliss in Devachan, with an utter temporary oblivion of all the miseries and sorrows of life. Avitchi is a spiritual state of the greatest misery and is only in store for those who have devoted consciously their lives to doing injury to others and have thus reached its highest spirituality of EVIL. 
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These are then the "exceptions" spoken of in Isis, and the doctrine is maintained now as it was then. Moreover, there is no "discrepancy" but only incompleteness -- hence, misconceptions arising from later teachings. Then again, there are several important mistakes in Isis which, as the plates of the work had been stereotyped, were not corrected in subsequent editions. 

One of such is on page 346, and another in connection with it and as a sequence on page 347. 

The discrepancy between the first portion of the statement and the last, ought to have suggested the idea of an evident mistake. It is addressed to the spiritists, reincarnationists who take the more than ambiguous words of Apuleius as a passage that corroborates their claims for their "spirits" and reincarnation. Let the reader judge* whether Apuleius does not justify rather our assertions. We are charged with denying reincarnation, and this is what we said there and then in Isis! 

The philosophy teaches that nature never leaves her work unfinished; if baffled at the first attempt, she tries again. When she evolves a human embryo, the intention is that a man shall be perfected -- physically, intellectually, and spiritually. His body is to grow, mature, wear out, and die; his mind unfold, ripen, and be harmoniously balanced; his divine spirit illuminate and blend easily with the inner man. No human being completes its grand cycle, or the "circle of necessity," until all these are accomplished. As the laggards in a race struggle and plod in their first quarter while the victor darts past the goal, so, in the race of immortality, some souls outspeed all the rest and reach the end, while their myriad competitors are toiling under the load of matter, close to the starting point. Some unfortunates fall out entirely and lose all chance of the prize; some retrace their steps and begin again. (Isis, Vol. 1, p. 345 et seq.) 

Clear enough this, one should say. Nature baffled tries again. No one can pass out of this world (our earth) without becoming perfected "physically, morally, and spiritually." How can this be done, unless there 

[[Footnote(s)]] ------------------------------------------------- 

* Says Apuleius: "The soul is born in this world upon leaving the soul of the world (anima mundi) in which her existence precedes the one we all know (on earth). Thus, the Gods who consider her proceedings in all the phases of various existences and as a whole, punish her sometimes for sins committed during an anterior life. She dies when she separates herself from a body in which she crossed this life as in a frail bark. And this is, if I mistake not, the secret meaning of the tumulary inscription, so simple for the initiate: "To the Gods manes who lived." But this kind of death does not annihilate the soul, it only transforms (one portion of) it into a lemur. 'Lemures' are the manes, or ghosts, which we know under the name lares. When they keep away and show us a beneficent protection, we honour in them the protecting divinities of the family hearth; but if their crimes sentence them to err, we call them larvae. They become a plague for the wicked, and the vain terror of the good." ("Du Dieu de Socrate," Apul. class., pp. 143-145.)
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is a series of rebirths required, for the necessary perfection in each department -- to evolute in the "circle of necessity" -- can surely never be found in one human life? and yet this sentence is followed without any break by the following parenthetical statement: "This is what the Hindu dreads above all things -- transmigration and reincarnation; only on other and inferior planets, never on this one."!!! 

The last "sentence" is a fatal mistake, and one to which the writer pleads "not guilty." It is evidently the blunder of some "reader" who had no idea of Hindu philosophy and who was led into a subsequent mistake on the next page, wherein the unfortunate word "planet" is put for cycle. Isis was hardly, if ever, looked into after its publication by its writer, who had other work to do; otherwise there would have been an apology and a page pointing to the errata, and the sentence made to run: "The Hindu dreads transmigration in other inferior forms, on this planet." 

This would have dove-tailed with the preceding sentence, and would show a fact, as the Hindu exoteric views allow him to believe and fear the possibility of reincarnation -- human and animal in turn by jumps, from man to beast and even to plant, and vice versa; whereas esoteric philosophy teaches that nature never proceeding backward in her evolutionary progress, once that man has evoluted from every kind of lower forms -- the mineral, vegetable, and animal kingdoms -- into the human form, he can never become an animal except morally, hence -- metaphorically. Human incarnation is a cyclic necessity and law; and no Hindu dreads it -- however much he may deplore the necessity. And this law and the periodical recurrence of man's rebirth is shown on the same page (346) and in the same unbroken paragraph, where it is closed by saying that: 

But there is a way to avoid it. Buddha taught it in his doctrine of poverty, restriction of the senses, perfect indifference to the objects of this earthly vale of tears, freedom from passion, and frequent intercommunication with the Atma -- soul-contemplation. The cause of reincarnation is ignorance* of our senses, and the idea that there is any reality in the world, anything except abstract existence. From the organs of sense comes the "hallucination" we call contact; "from contact, desire; from desire, sensation (which also is a deception of our body); from sensation, the cleaving to existing bodies; from this cleaving, reproduction; and from reproduction, disease, decay, and death. 

This ought to settle the question and show there must have been some carelessly unnoticed mistake, and if this is not sufficient, there is something else to demonstrate it, for it is stated further on: 

[[Footnote(s)]] ------------------------------------------------- 

* "The cause of reincarnation is ignorance" -- therefore there is "reincarnation" once the writer explained the causes of it.
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Thus, like the revolutions of a wheel, there is a regular succession of death and birth, the moral cause of which is the cleaving to existing objects, while the instrumental cause is Karma (the power which controls the universe, prompting it to activity), merit and demerit. It is therefore, the great desire of all beings who would be released from the sorrows of successive birth, to seek the destruction of the moral cause, the cleaving to existing objects, or evil desire. 

They in whom evil desire is entirely destroyed are called Arhats. Freedom from evil desire insures the possession of a miraculous power. At his death, the Arhat is never reincarnated; he invariably attains nirvana -- a word, by the way, falsely interpreted by the Christian scholar and skeptical commentators. Nirvana is the world of cause, in which all deceptive effects or delusions of our senses disappear. Nirvana is the highest attainable sphere. The pitris (the pre-Adamic spirits) are considered as reincarnated by the Buddhistic philosopher, though in a degree far superior to that of the man of earth. Do they not die in their turn? Do not their astral bodies suffer and rejoice, and feel the same curse of illusionary feelings as when embodied? 

And just after this we are again made to say of Buddha and his Doctrine of "Merit and Demerit," or Karma: 

But this former life believed in by the Buddhists, is not a life on this planet, for, more than any other people, the Buddhistical philosopher appreciated the great doctrine of cycles. 

Correct "life on this planet" by "life in the same cycle," and you will have the correct reading: for what would appreciation of "the great doctrine of cycles" have to do with Buddha's philosophy, had the great sage believed but in one short life on this Earth and in the same cycle. But to return to the real theory of reincarnation as in the esoteric teaching and its unlucky rendering in Isis. 

Thus, what was really meant therein was that the principle which does not reincarnate -- save the exceptions pointed out -- is the false personality, the illusive human Entity defined and individualized during this short life of ours, under some specific form and name; but that which does and has to reincarnate nolens volens under the unflinching, stern rule of Karmic law -- is the real EGO. This confusing of the real immortal Ego in man, with the false and ephemeral personalities it inhabits during its Manvantaric progress, lies at the root of every such misunderstanding. Now what is the one, and what is the other? The first group is -- 

1. The immortal Spirit -- sexless, formless (arupa), an emanation from the One universal BREATH. 

2. Its Vehicle -- the divine Soul -- called the "Immortal Ego," the "Divine monad," etc., etc., which by accretions from Manas in which
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burns the ever-existing Jiv -- the undying spark -- adds to itself at the close of each incarnation the essence of that individuality that was, the aroma of the culled flower that is no more. 

What is the false personality? It is that bundle of desires, aspirations, affection and hatred, in short of action, manifested by a human being on this earth during one incarnation and under the form of one personality.* Certainly it is not all this (which is in fact for us, the deluded, material, and materially thinking lot, Mr. So and So, or Mrs. somebody else) that remains immortal, or is ever reborn. 

All that bundle of Egotism, that apparent and evanescent "I," disappears after death, as the costume of the part he played disappears from the actor's body, after he leaves the theatre and goes to bed. That actor rebecomes at once the same John Smith or Gray he was from his birth, and is no longer the Othello or Hamlet that he had represented for a few hours. Nothing remains now of that "bundle" to go to the next incarnation, except the seed for future Karma that Manas may have united to its immortal group, to form with it the disembodied Higher Self in "Devachan." As to the four lower principles, what becomes of them is found in most classics, from which we mean to quote at length for our defence. The doctrine of the Perisprit, the "false personality," or the remains of the deceased under their astral form -- fading out to disappear in time, is terribly distasteful to the spiritualists, who insist upon confusing the temporary with the immortal Ego. 

Unfortunately for them and happily for us, it is not the modern Occult- 

[[Footnote(s)]] ------------------------------------------------- 

* A proof how our theosophical teachings have taken root in every class of Society and even in English literature may be seen by reading Mr. Norman Pearson's article "Before Birth," in the Nineteenth Century, for August, 1886. Therein, theosophical ideas and teachings are speculated upon without acknowledgment or the smallest reference to theosophy, and among others, we see with regard to the author's theories on the Ego, the following: "How much of the individual personality is supposed to go to heaven or hell? Does the whole of the mental equipment, good and bad, noble qualities and unholy passions, follow the soul to its hereafter? Surely not. But if not, and something has to be stripped off, how and when are we to draw the line? If, on the other hand, the Soul is something distinct from all our mental equipment, except the sense of self, are we not confronted by the incomprehensible notion of a personality without any attributes?" 

To this query the author answers as any true theosophist would: "The difficulties of the question really spring from a misconception of the true nature of these attributes. The components of our mental equipment -- appetites, aversions, feelings, tastes and qualities generally -- are not absolute but relative existences. Hunger and thirst for instance are states of consciousness which arise in response to the stimuli of physical necessities. They are not inherent elements of the soul and will disappear or become modified, etc." (pp. 356 and 357). In other words the theosophical doctrine is adopted. Atma and Buddhi having culled off the Manas the aroma of the personality or human soul -- go into Devachan; while the lower principles, the astral simulacrum or false personality void of its Divine monad or spirit, will remain in the Kamaloka -- the "Summerland."
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ists who have invented the doctrine. They are on their defense. And they prove what they say, i.e., that no "personality" has ever yet been "reincarnated" "on the same planet" (our earth, this once there is no mistake) save in the three exceptional cases above cited. Adding to these a fourth case, which is the deliberate, conscious act of adeptship; and that such an astral body belongs neither to the body nor the soul, still less to the immortal spirit of man, the following is brought forward and proofs cited. 

Before one brings out on the strength of undeniable manifestations, theories as to what produces them, and claims at once on prima facie evidence that it is the spirits of the departed mortals that re-visit us, it behooves one to first study what antiquity has declared upon the subject. Ghosts and apparitions, materialized and semi-material "SPIRITS," have not originated with Allan Kardec, nor at Rochester. If those beings whose invariable habit it is to give themselves out for souls and the phantoms of the dead, choose to do so and succeed, it is only because the cautious philosophy of old is now replaced by an a priori conceit, and unproven assumptions. The first question to be settled is -- "Have spirits any kind of substance to clothe themselves with?" Answer: That which is now called perisprit in France, and a "materialized Form" in England and America, was called in days of old peri-psyche, and peri-nous, hence was well known to the old Greeks. Have they a body whether gaseous, fluidic, etherial, material or semi-material? No; we say this on the authority of the occult teachings the world over. For with the Hindus atma or spirit is Arupa (bodiless), and with the Greeks also. Even in the Roman Catholic Church the angels of Light, as those of Darkness, are absolutely incorporea; "meri spiritus, omnes corporis expertes," and in the words of the "SECRET DOCTRINE," primordial. Emanations of the undifferentiated Principle, the Dhyan Chohans of the ONE (First) category or pure Spiritual Essence, are formed of the Spirit of the one Element; the second category of the second Emanation, of the Soul of the Elements; the third have a "mind body" to which they are not subject, but that they can assume and govern as a body, subject to them, pliant to their will in form and substance. Parting from this (third) category, they (the spirits, angels, Devas or Dhyan Chohans) have BODIES, the first rupa group of which is composed of one element -- Ether; the second, of two -- Ether and fire; the third, of three -- Ether, fire and water; the fourth, of four -- Ether, air, fire and water. Then comes man, who, besides the four elements, has the fifth that predominates in him -- Earth: therefore he suffers. Of the Angels, as said by St. Augustine and Peter Lombard, their bodies are made to act not to suffer. "It is earth and water, humor et humus, that gives an aptitude for suffering and passivity, ad patientiam, and Ether and Fire for action." The spirits or human monads, belonging 
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to the first, or undifferentiated essence, are thus incorporeal; but their third principle (or the human Fifth -- Manas) can in conjunction with its vehicle become Kama rupa and Mayavi rupa -- body of desire or "illusion body." After death, the best, noblest, purest qualities of Manas or the human soul ascending along with the divine Monad into Devachan, whence no one emerges from or returns, except at the time of reincarnation -- what is that then which appears under the double mask of the spiritual Ego or soul of the departed individual? The Kama rupa element with the help of elementals. For we are taught that those spiritual beings that can assume a form at will and appear, i.e., make themselves objective and even tangible -- are the angels alone (the Dhyan Chohans) and the nirmanakaya* of the adepts, whose spirits are clothed in sublime matter. The astral bodies -- the remnants and dregs of a mortal being which has been disembodied, when they do appear, are not the individuals they claim to be, but only their simulachres. And such was the belief of the whole of antiquity, from Homer to Swedenborg, from the third race down to our own day. 

More than one devoted spiritualist has hitherto quoted Paul as corroborating his claim that spirits do and can appear. "There is a natural and there is a spiritual body," etc., etc., (1 Cor. xv, 44); but one has only to study closer the verses preceding and following the one quoted, to perceive that what St. Paul meant was quite different from the sense claimed for it. Surely there is a spiritual body, but it is not identical with the astral form contained in the "natural" man. The "spiritual" is formed only by our individuality unclothed and transformed after death; for the apostle takes care to explain in verses 51 and 52, "Immutabimur sed non omnes." "Behold, I tell you a mystery: we shall not all sleep but we shall all he changed. This corruptible must put on incorruption and this mortal must put on immortality." 

But this is no proof except for the Christians. Let us see what the old Egyptians and the Neo-Platonists -- both "theurgists" par excellence, thought on the subject: They divided man into three principal groups subdivided into principles as we do: pure immortal spirit; the "Spectral Soul" (a luminous phantom) and the gross material body. Apart from the latter, which was considered as the terrestrial shell, these groups were divided into six principles: (1) Kha, "vital body," (2) Khaba, "astral 

[[Footnote(s)]]------------------------------------------------- 

* Nirmanakaya is the name given to the astral forms (in their completeness) of adepts, who have progressed too high on the path of knowledge and absolute truth, to go into the state of Devachan; and have on the other hand, deliberately refused the bliss of nirvana, in order to help Humanity by invisibly guiding and helping on the same path of progress elect men. But these astrals are not empty shells, but complete monads made up of the 3d, 4th, 5th, 6th and 7th principles. There is another order of nirmanakaya, however, of which much will be said in the Secret Doctrine. -- H. P. B.
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form," or shadow, (3) Khou, "animal soul," (4) Akh, "terrestrial intelligence," (5) Sa, "the divine soul" (or Buddhi), and (6) Sah or mummy, the functions of which began after death. Osiris was the highest uncreated spirit, for it was in one sense a generic name, every man becoming after his translation Osirified, i.e., absorbed into Osiris -- Sun or into the glorious divine state. It was Khou, with the lower portions of Akh or Kama rupa with the addition of the dregs of Manas remaining all behind in the astral light of our atmosphere -- that formed the counterparts of the terrible and so much dreaded bhoots of the Hindus (our "elementaries"). This is seen in the rendering made of the so-called "Harris Papyrus on Magic," (papyrus magique, translated by Chabas), who calls them Kouey or Khou, and explains that according to the hieroglyphics they were called Khou, or the "revivified dead," the "resurrected shadows."* 

When it was said of a person that he "had a Khou," it meant that he was possessed by a "Spirit." There were two kinds of Khous -- the justified ones, -- who after living for a short time a second life (nam onk) faded out, disappeared; and those Khous who were condemned to wandering without rest in darkness after dying for a second time -- mut em nam -- and who were called the H'ou metre ("second time dead"), which did not prevent them from clinging to a vicarious life after the manner of Vampires. How dreaded they were is explained in our Appendices on Egyptian Magic and "Chinese Spirits" (Secret Doctrine). They were exorcised by Egyptian priests as the evil spirit is exorcised by the Roman Catholic cure; or again the Chinese houen, identical with the Khou and the "Elementary," as also with the lares or larvae -- a word derived from the former by Festus, the grammarian, who explains that they were "the shadows of the dead who gave no rest in the house they were in, either to the Masters or the servants." These creatures when evoked during theurgic, and especially necromantic rites, were regarded, and are so regarded still, in China -- as neither the Spirit, Soul nor any thing belonging to the deceased personality they represented, but simply as his reflection -- simulacrum. 

"The human soul," says Apuleius, "is an immortal God" (Buddhi), which nevertheless has his beginning. When death rids it (the Soul) from its earthly corporeal organism, it is called lemure. There are among the latter not a few which are beneficent, and which become the gods or demons of the family, i.e., its domestic gods; in which case they are called 

[[Footnote(s)]] ------------------------------------------------- 

* Placing these parallel with the division in esoteric teaching we see that (1) Osiris is Atma; (2) Sa is Buddhi; (3) Akh is Manas; (4) Khou is Kama-rupa, the seat of terrestrial desires; (5) Khaba is Lingha Sarira; (6) Kha is Pranatma (vital principle); (7) Sah is mummy or body.
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lares. But they are vilified and spoken of as larvae when sentenced by fate to wander about; they spread around them evil and plagues (Inane terriculamentum, ceterum noxium malis); or if their real nature is doubtful, they are referred to as simply manes. (Apuleius; see Du Dieu de Socrate, pp. 143-145, Edit. Niz.) Listen to Jamblichus, Proclus, Porphyry, Psellus and to dozens of other writers on these mystic subjects. 

The Magi of Chaldea believed and taught that the celestial or divine soul would participate in the bliss of eternal light, while the animal or sensuous soul would, if good, rapidly dissolve, and if wicked, go on wandering about in the Earth's sphere. In this case, "it (the soul) assumes at times the forms of various human phantoms and even those of animals." The same was said of the Eidolon of the Greeks, and of their Nephesh by the Rabbins: (see Sciences Occultes, Count de Resie, V. 11). All the Illuminati of the middle ages tell us of our astral Soul, the reflection of the dead or his spectre. At Natal death (birth) the pure spirit remains attached to the intermediate and luminous body, but as soon as its lower form (the physical body) is dead, the former ascends heavenward, and the latter descends into the nether worlds, or the Kama loka. 

Homer shows us the body of Patroclus -- the true image of the terrestrial body lying killed by Hector -- rising in its spiritual form, and Lucretius shows old Ennius representing Homer himself, shedding bitter tears, amidst the shadows and the human simulachres on the shores of Acherusia, "where live neither our bodies nor our souls, but only our images." 

" * * * Esse Acherusia templa, Quo neque permanent animae, neque corpora nostra,
Sed quaedam simulacra * * " 

Virgil called it imago, "image," and in the Odyssey (XI) the author refers to it as the type, the model, and at the same time the copy of the body; since Telemachus will not recognize Ulysses and seeks to drive him off by saying -- "No, thou art not my father; thou art a demon, -- trying to seduce me!" (Odys., XVI, v. 194). "Latins do not lack significant proper names to designate the varieties of their demons; and thus they called them in turn, lares, lemures, genii and manes." Cicero, in translating Plato's Timaeus translates the word daimones by lares; and Festus the grammarian explains that the inferior or lower gods were the souls of men, making a difference between the two as Homer did, and between anima bruta and anima divina (animal and divine souls). Plutarch (in proble. Rom.) makes the lares preside and inhabit the (haunted) houses, and calls them cruel, exacting, inquisitive, etc., etc. Festus thinks that there are good and bad ones among the lares. For he calls them at one 
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time praestites as they gave occasionally and watched over things carefully (direct apports), and at another -- hostileos.* "However it may be," says in his queer old French, Leloyer, "they are no better than our devils, who, if they do appear helping sometimes men, and presenting them with property, it is only to hurt them the better and the more later on. Lemures are also devils and larvae, for they appear at night in various human and animal forms, but still more frequently with features that THEY borrow from dead men." (Livre des Spectres, v. IV, p. 15 and 16). 

After this little honour rendered to his Christian preconceptions, that see Satan everywhere, Leloyer speaks like an Occultist, and a very erudite one too. 

"It is quite certain that the genii and none other had mission to watch over every newly born man, and that they were called genii, as says Censorinus, because they had in their charge our race, and not only they presided over every mortal being but over whole generations and tribes, being the genii of the people." 

The idea of guardian angels of men, races, localities, cities and nations, was taken by the Roman Catholics from the prechristian occultists and pagans. Symmachus (Epist. I, X) writes: "As souls are given to those who are born, so genii are distributed to the nations. Every city had its protecting genius, to whom the people sacrificed." There is more than one inscription found that reads: Genio civitatis -- "to the genius of the city." 

Only the ancient profane never seemed sure, any more than the modern, whether an apparition was the eidolon of a relative or the genius of the locality. AEneas while celebrating the anniversary of the name of his father Anchises, seeing a serpent crawling on his tomb, knew not whether that was the genius of his father or the genius of the place (Virgil). "The manes** were numbered and divided between good and bad; those that were sinister, and that Virgil calls numina larva, were appeased by sacrifices that they should commit no mischief, such as sending bad dreams to those who despised them, etc." 

Tibullus shows this by his line: -- 

Ne tibi neglecti mittant insomnia manes. (Eleg., 1, II). 

"Pagans thought that the lower Souls were transformed after death into diabolical aerial spirits." (Leloyer, p. 22). 

The term Eteroprosopos, when divided into its several compound words, will yield a whole sentence, "an other than I under the features of my person." 

[[Footnote(s)]] ------------------------------------------------- 

* Because they drove the enemies away. 

** From manus -- "good," an antiphrasis, as Festus explains.
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It is to this terrestrial principle, the eidolon, the larva, the bhoot -- call it by whatever name -- that reincarnation was refused in Isis.* 

The doctrines of Theosophy are simply the faithful echoes of Antiquity. Man is a Unity only at his origin and at his end. All the Spirits, all the Souls, gods and demons emanate from and have for their root-principle the SOUL OF THE UNIVERSE -- says Porphyry (De Sacr.) Not a philosopher of any notoriety who did not believe (1) in reincarnation (metempsychosis), (2) in the plurality of principles in man, or that man had two Souls of separate and quite different natures; one perishable, the Astral Soul, the other incorruptible and immortal; and (3) that the former was not the man whom it represented -- "neither his spirit nor his body, but his reflection, at best." This was taught by Brahmins, Buddhists, Hebrews, Greeks, Egyptians and Chaldeans; by the postdiluvian heirs of the prediluvian Wisdom, by Pythagoras and Socrates, Clemens Alexandrinus, Synesius and Origen, the oldest Greek poets as much as the Gnostics, whom Gibbon shows as the most refined, learned and enlightened men of all ages (see "Decline and Fall," etc.). But the rabble was the same in every age: superstitious, self-opinionated, materializing every most spiritual and noble idealistic conception and dragging it down to its own low level, and -- ever adverse to philosophy. 

But all this does not interfere with that fact, that our "Fifth Race" man, analyzed esoterically as a septenary creature, was ever exoterically recognized as mundane, sub-mundane, terrestrial and supra-mundane, Ovid graphically describing him as -- 

"Bis duo sunt hominis: manes, caro, spiritus, umbra; 
Quatuor ista loca bis duo suscipiunt.
Terra tegit carnem, tumulum circumvolat umbra,
Orcus habet manes, spiritus astra petit."
OSTENDE, Oct., 1886. 

[[Footnote(s)]] ------------------------------------------------- 
* On page 12, Vol. 1, of "Isis Unveiled" belief in reincarnation is asserted from the very beginning, as forming part and parcel of universal beliefs. "Metempsychosis" (or transmigration of souls) and reincarnation being after all the same thing.

It may so happen that throughout One's transmigrations, One attracts a concatenation of servants of the nature of the larvae, who, though they do not re-incarnate, they do not necessarily cease to exist on the plane of incarnation, which, despite the many insistances by philosophers of the Ages in the West and especially the East as to its nature being illusory, it must needs still exist in order to be percieved.

 

One is still inviolably One. The sum total of what One experiences is inviolably Zero.

 

Yet it presents itself as if it were Two, in order that it may be experienced. 

 

This would be the danger of repeated incarnation without recourse to dissolution, as when Madame B. speaks of the Adeptship. The Animal Souls do, in their illusory manner, gather a certain strength in their refusal to dissolve. This is, however, not the strength of Virtue and Resolve and Fortitude and Will, but the Shortened Force of Madness, the Dimentia of an unsleeping, Insomniac Mind. 

 

Yet it is through the proper harnessing of this Shadow Army by the Will that an adept may exercise great influence; likewise is it through the ill management thereof that he may be brought to disaster, and torn asunder amidst the delerium. 

 

Is it not said(though admittedly as such a "half-formed face", as I would have you regard that above-stated) in the 3rd Aethyr of Liber 418 that the Philosopher's Stone is of the very bones of Choronzon, ground into a red powder?

 

AUMGN, AMEN & AGAPE

Rommial 

Hi Charles,
93
It may so happen that throughout One's transmigrations, One attracts a concatenation of servants of the nature of the larvae, who, though they do not re-incarnate, they do not necessarily cease to exist on the plane of incarnation, which, despite the many insistances by philosophers of the Ages in the West and especially the East as to its nature being illusory, it must needs still exist in order to be percieved. 
Blavatsky insists that except for those Adepts who desire to reincarnate in order to assist humanity, the ability to reincarnate is not inherent in the human species.  The astral personality matrix becomes cut-off from the spiritual and may sometimes insist on remaining attached to the sensorium of material existence.  She recalls the ancient term 'bhoot' (as well as larvae) to desribe this astral "monad"...as detailed below: 

 It is to this terrestrial principle, the eidolon, the larva, the bhoot -- call it by whatever name -- that reincarnation was refused in Isis.* 
The doctrines of Theosophy are simply the faithful echoes of Antiquity. Man is a Unity only at his origin and at his end. All the Spirits, all the Souls, gods and demons emanate from and have for their root-principle the SOUL OF THE UNIVERSE -- says Porphyry (De Sacr.) Not a philosopher of any notoriety who did not believe (1) in reincarnation (metempsychosis), (2) in the plurality of principles in man, or that man had two Souls of separate and quite different natures; one perishable, the Astral Soul, the other incorruptible and immortal; and (3) that the former was not the man whom it represented -- "neither his spirit nor his body, but his reflection, at best." This was taught by Brahmins, Buddhists, Hebrews, Greeks, Egyptians and Chaldeans; by the postdiluvian heirs of the prediluvian Wisdom, by Pythagoras and Socrates, Clemens Alexandrinus, Synesius and Origen, the oldest Greek poets as much as the Gnostics, whom Gibbon shows as the most refined, learned and enlightened men of all ages (see "Decline and Fall," etc.). But the rabble was the same in every age: superstitious, self-opinionated, materializing every most spiritual and noble idealistic conception and dragging it down to its own low level, and -- ever adverse to philosophy.  
One is still inviolably One. The sum total of what One experiences is inviolably Zero.

 Yet it presents itself as if it were Two, in order that it may be experienced.  
In other words, as we are taught in the Qabalah, the Monad also makes a projection of itself in order to see itself; as much as the Ain Soph Aur projects itself as the Monad.  But this is the ONE becoming the ALL as we are taught in Liber LXV; hence, why PAN is one of the Guardians of the Abyss.
A duality then would also suggest that the Monad (Kether) expresses itself as the SON (Tiphareth) and hence, the HGA experience is the ultimate coagulation of the astral substance (soul) that houses the spirit.
 If reason has been so far developed as to become active and discriminative there is no** (immediate) reincarnation on this earth, for the three parts of the triune man have been united together and he is capable of running the race. But when the new being has not passed beyond the condition of Monad, or when, as in the idiot, the trinity has not been completed on earth and therefore cannot be so after death, the immortal spark which illuminates it, has to re-enter on the earthly plane as it was frustrated in its first attempt. Otherwise, the mortal or astral, and the immortal or divine souls, could not progress in unison and pass onward to the sphere above*** (Devachan). Spirit follows a line parallel with that of matter; and the spiritual evolution goes hand in hand with the physical.  
 It seems then that this duality is only perceptible in the world of matter.  And that even the HGA is perishable as suggested by its abandoning the spirit/monad at the point of the Abyss.  And by HGA here, we can describe it as both the perfected soul and the Adept or protecting/watcher angel that it attracts.
 This would be the danger of repeated incarnation without recourse to dissolution, as when Madame B. speaks of the Adeptship. The Animal Souls do, in their illusory manner, gather a certain strength in their refusal to dissolve. This is, however, not the strength of Virtue and Resolve and Fortitude and Will, but the Shortened Force of Madness, the Dimentia of an unsleeping, Insomniac Mind.  
Here, you seem to disagree with what I said (above) and seem to imply that the Bhodisattva is a madman.  HPB suggests that in such cases as abortions, violent and premature death and mental retardation, reincarnation of the astral personality is probable and likely in order to complete the mission of the particular monad (spirit) in physical manifestation.  
 Here the "astral monad" or body of the deceased personality -- say of John or Thomas -- is meant. It is that which, in the teachings of the Esoteric philosophy of Hinduism, is known under its name of bhoot; in the Greek philosophy is called the simulacrum or umbra, and in all other philosophies worthy of the name is said, as taught in the former, to disappear after a certain period more or less prolonged in Kama-loka -- the Limbus of the Roman Catholics, or Hades of the Greeks.* It is "a violation of the laws of harmony of nature," though it be so decreed by those of Karma -- every time that the astral monad, or the simulacrum of the personality -- of John or Thomas -- instead of running down to the end of its natural period of time in a body, finds itself (a) violently thrown out of it whether by early death or accident; or (b) is compelled in consequence of its unfinished task to reappear, (i.e. the same astral body wedded to the same immortal monad) on earth again, in order to complete the unfinished task. Thus "it must try a second time to carry out the purpose of creative intelligence" or law. 
 And she gives a fourth exception: 

 And they prove what they say, i.e., that no "personality" has ever yet been "reincarnated" "on the same planet" (our earth, this once there is no mistake) save in the three exceptional cases above cited. Adding to these a fourth case, which is the deliberate, conscious act of adeptship; and that such an astral body belongs neither to the body nor the soul, still less to the immortal spirit of man, the following is brought forward and proofs cited. 
 She is then implying that each monad has a WILL to experience; but still, places no virtue in manifestation...probably due to her strong Eastern influence and its ancient ego-loser mentality.  But I say that in keeping the connection of the Monad (HPB's Dhyan Chohan) or Spirit with the Soul, one can evolve to a higher plane of being.  This to me, if preferable than simply returning to the impersonal ego and then returning to the ONE; only to take the journey all over again in what Blavatsky calls the next Pralaya or Manvantara (the next time Brahma decides to go to sleep).  And HPB describes this in some detail:
 After this little honour rendered to his Christian preconceptions, that see Satan everywhere, Leloyer speaks like an Occultist, and a very erudite one too. 
"It is quite certain that the genii and none other had mission to watch over every newly born man, and that they were called genii, as says Censorinus, because they had in their charge our race, and not only they presided over every mortal being but over whole generations and tribes, being the genii of the people." 
The idea of guardian angels of men, races, localities, cities and nations, was taken by the Roman Catholics from the prechristian occultists and pagans. Symmachus (Epist. I, X) writes: "As souls are given to those who are born, so genii are distributed to the nations. Every city had its protecting genius, to whom the people sacrificed." There is more than one inscription found that reads: Genio civitatis -- "to the genius of the city." 
Only the ancient profane never seemed sure, any more than the modern, whether an apparition was the eidolon of a relative or the genius of the locality. AEneas while celebrating the anniversary of the name of his father Anchises, seeing a serpent crawling on his tomb, knew not whether that was the genius of his father or the genius of the place (Virgil). "The manes** were numbered and divided between good and bad; those that were sinister, and that Virgil calls numina larva, were appeased by sacrifices that they should commit no mischief, such as sending bad dreams to those who despised them, etc." 
Tibullus shows this by his line: -- 
Ne tibi neglecti mittant insomnia manes. (Eleg., 1, II). 
"Pagans thought that the lower Souls were transformed after death into diabolical aerial spirits." (Leloyer, p. 22). 
The term Eteroprosopos, when divided into its several compound words, will yield a whole sentence, "an other than I under the features of my person." 

 

Yet it is through the proper harnessing of this Shadow Army by the Will that an adept may exercise great influence; likewise is it through the ill management thereof that he may be brought to disaster, and torn asunder amidst the delerium. 

 If you're saying that the practicing Mage learns to use astral force, including those forces that are disincarnated Astral Monads, then yes, I certainly agree.  There is strength and danger in this, which is one of the reasons why the beginner is taught the importance of the Banishing Ritual.  I would add to this that not only are there the more disruptive and more cooperative elementals, but also those Boddhisattva-type beings (Secret Chiefs or Nephilim) that are there for US.  But in talking about the nature of these elements and disincarnated Astral Monads, HPB has some interesting thoughts as well:
There were two kinds of Khous -- the justified ones, -- who after living for a short time a second life (nam onk) faded out, disappeared; and those Khous who were condemned to wandering without rest in darkness after dying for a second time -- mut em nam -- and who were called the H'ou metre ("second time dead"), which did not prevent them from clinging to a vicarious life after the manner of Vampires. How dreaded they were is explained in our Appendices on Egyptian Magic and "Chinese Spirits" (Secret Doctrine). They were exorcised by Egyptian priests as the evil spirit is exorcised by the Roman Catholic cure; or again the Chinese houen, identical with the Khou and the "Elementary," as also with the lares or larvae -- a word derived from the former by Festus, the grammarian, who explains that they were "the shadows of the dead who gave no rest in the house they were in, either to the Masters or the servants." These creatures when evoked during theurgic, and especially necromantic rites, were regarded, and are so regarded still, in China -- as neither the Spirit, Soul nor any thing belonging to the deceased personality they represented, but simply as his reflection -- simulacrum. 
"The human soul," says Apuleius, "is an immortal God" (Buddhi), which nevertheless has his beginning. When death rids it (the Soul) from its earthly corporeal organism, it is called lemure. There are among the latter not a few which are beneficent, and which become the gods or demons of the family, i.e., its domestic gods; in which case they are called lares. But they are vilified and spoken of as larvae when sentenced by fate to wander about; they spread around them evil and plagues (Inane terriculamentum, ceterum noxium malis); or if their real nature is doubtful, they are referred to as simply manes. (Apuleius; see Du Dieu de Socrate, pp. 143-145, Edit. Niz.) Listen to Jamblichus, Proclus, Porphyry, Psellus and to dozens of other writers on these mystic subjects. 
The Magi of Chaldea believed and taught that the celestial or divine soul would participate in the bliss of eternal light, while the animal or sensuous soul would, if good, rapidly dissolve, and if wicked, go on wandering about in the Earth's sphere. In this case, "it (the soul) assumes at times the forms of various human phantoms and even those of animals." The same was said of the Eidolon of the Greeks, and of their Nephesh by the Rabbins: (see Sciences Occultes, Count de Resie, V. 11). All the Illuminati of the middle ages tell us of our astral Soul, the reflection of the dead or his spectre. At Natal death (birth) the pure spirit remains attached to the intermediate and luminous body, but as soon as its lower form (the physical body) is dead, the former ascends heavenward, and the latter descends into the nether worlds, or the Kama loka. 
Homer shows us the body of Patroclus -- the true image of the terrestrial body lying killed by Hector -- rising in its spiritual form, and Lucretius shows old Ennius representing Homer himself, shedding bitter tears, amidst the shadows and the human simulachres on the shores of Acherusia, "where live neither our bodies nor our souls, but only our images." 
Virgil called it imago, "image," and in the Odyssey (XI) the author refers to it as the type, the model, and at the same time the copy of the body; since Telemachus will not recognize Ulysses and seeks to drive him off by saying -- "No, thou art not my father; thou art a demon, -- trying to seduce me!" (Odys., XVI, v. 194). "Latins do not lack significant proper names to designate the varieties of their demons; and thus they called them in turn, lares, lemures, genii and manes." Cicero, in translating Plato's Timaeus translates the word daimones by lares; and Festus the grammarian explains that the inferior or lower gods were the souls of men, making a difference between the two as Homer did, and between anima bruta and anima divina (animal and divine souls). Plutarch (in proble. Rom.) makes the lares preside and inhabit the (haunted) houses, and calls them cruel, exacting, inquisitive, etc., etc. Festus thinks that there are good and bad ones among the lares. For he calls them at one time praestites as they gave occasionally and watched over things carefully (direct apports), and at another -- hostileos.* "However it may be," says in his queer old French, Leloyer, "they are no better than our devils, who, if they do appear helping sometimes men, and presenting them with property, it is only to hurt them the better and the more later on. Lemures are also devils and larvae, for they appear at night in various human and animal forms, but still more frequently with features that THEY borrow from dead men." (Livre des Spectres, v. IV, p. 15 and 16). 
Is it not said(though admittedly as such a "half-formed face", as I would have you regard that above-stated) in the 3rd Aethyr of Liber 418 that the Philosopher's Stone is of the very bones of Choronzon, ground into a red powder? 
 This is as close a reference as I found in the 3rd Aethyr (ZON): 

 For Choronzon is as it were the shell or excrement of these three paths, and therefore is his head raised unto Dath, and therefore have the Black Brotherhood declared him to be the child of Wisdom and Understanding, who is but the bastard of the Svastika. And this is that which is written in the Holy Qabalah, concerning the Whirlpool and Leviathan, and the Great Stone32.  
 But Choronzon is considered to be the excrement of the first three paths (Aleph, Beth & Daleth/not Gimel) on the Tree-of-Life.  From what reference in the Qabalah, do you draw that his bones could be ground into the Red Powder?
 Regarding my constant rant against the ego-loser mentality, the following becomes quite interesting: 
 The Occult Doctrine teaches that: --  
(1) There is no immediate reincarnation on Earth for the Monad, as falsely taught by the Reincarnationist Spiritists; nor is there any second incarnation at all for the "personal" or false Ego -- the perisprit -- save the exceptional cases mentioned. But that (a) there are re-births, or periodical reincarnations for the immortal Ego ("Ego" during the cycle of rebirths, and non-Ego, in Nirvana or Moksha when it becomes impersonal and absolute); for that Ego is the root of every new incarnation, the string on which are threaded, one after the other, the false personalities or illusive bodies called men, in which the Monad-Ego incarnates itself during the cycle of births; and (b) that such reincarnations take place not before 1,500, 2,000, and even 3,000 years of Devachanic life.  
(2) That Manas -- the seat of Jiv, that spark which runs the round of the cycle of births and rebirths with the Monad, from the beginning to the end of a Manvantara, -- is the real Ego. That (a) the Jiv follows the divine monad that gives it spiritual life and immortality into Devachan, -- that therefore, it can neither be reborn before its appointed period, nor reappear on Earth visibly or invisibly in the interim; and (b) that, unless the fruition, the spiritual aroma of the Manas, or all these highest aspirations and spiritual qualities and attributes that constitute the higher SELF of man, become united to its monad, the latter becomes as Non-existent; since it is in esse "impersonal" and per se Ego-less, so to say, and gets its spiritual colouring or flavour of Ego-tism only from each Manas during incarnation and after it is disembodied and separated from all its lower principles.  
(3) That the remaining four principles, or rather the 2 1/2 -- as they are composed of the terrestrial portion of Manas, of its vehicle Kama-Rupa and Lingha Sarira, -- the body dissolving immediately, and prana or the life principle along with it, -- that these principles having belonged to the false personality are unfit for Devachan. The latter is the state of Bliss, the reward for all the undeserved miseries of life,* and that which prompted man to sin, namely his terrestrial passionate nature, can have no room in it.  
Therefore the non-reincarnating principles (the false personality) are left behind in Kama-loka, firstly as a material residue, then later on as a reflection on the mirror of Astral light. Endowed with illusive action, to the day when having gradually faded out they disappear, what is it but the Greek Eidolon and the simulacrum of the Greek and Latin poets and classics?  
 But on the nature of the ego, HPB seems in clear contradiction to Thelemic thought:
Thus, what was really meant therein was that the principle which does not reincarnate -- save the exceptions pointed out -- is the false personality, the illusive human Entity defined and individualized during this short life of ours, under some specific form and name; but that which does and has to reincarnate nolens volens under the unflinching, stern rule of Karmic law -- is the real EGO. This confusing of the real immortal Ego in man, with the false and ephemeral personalities it inhabits during its Manvantaric progress, lies at the root of every such misunderstanding. Now what is the one, and what is the other? The first group is -- 
1. The immortal Spirit -- sexless, formless (arupa), an emanation from the One universal BREATH. 
2. Its Vehicle -- the divine Soul -- called the "Immortal Ego," the "Divine monad," etc., etc., which by accretions from Manas in which  burns the ever-existing Jiv -- the undying spark -- adds to itself at the close of each incarnation the essence of that individuality that was, the aroma of the culled flower that is no more. 
What is the false personality? It is that bundle of desires, aspirations, affection and hatred, in short of action, manifested by a human being on this earth during one incarnation and under the form of one personality.* Certainly it is not all this (which is in fact for us, the deluded, material, and materially thinking lot, Mr. So and So, or Mrs. somebody else) that remains immortal, or is ever reborn. 
All that bundle of Egotism, that apparent and evanescent "I," disappears after death, as the costume of the part he played disappears from the actor's body, after he leaves the theatre and goes to bed. That actor rebecomes at once the same John Smith or Gray he was from his birth, and is no longer the Othello or Hamlet that he had represented for a few hours. Nothing remains now of that "bundle" to go to the next incarnation, except the seed for future Karma that Manas may have united to its immortal group, to form with it the disembodied Higher Self in "Devachan." As to the four lower principles, what becomes of them is found in most classics, from which we mean to quote at length for our defence. The doctrine of the Perisprit, the "false personality," or the remains of the deceased under their astral form -- fading out to disappear in time, is terribly distasteful to the spiritualists, who insist upon confusing the temporary with the immortal Ego. 
Unfortunately for them and happily for us, it is not the modern Occultists who have invented the doctrine. They are on their defense. 
* A proof how our theosophical teachings have taken root in every class of Society and even in English literature may be seen by reading Mr. Norman Pearson's article "Before Birth," in the Nineteenth Century, for August, 1886. Therein, theosophical ideas and teachings are speculated upon without acknowledgment or the smallest reference to theosophy, and among others, we see with regard to the author's theories on the Ego, the following: "How much of the individual personality is supposed to go to heaven or hell? Does the whole of the mental equipment, good and bad, noble qualities and unholy passions, follow the soul to its hereafter? Surely not. But if not, and something has to be stripped off, how and when are we to draw the line? If, on the other hand, the Soul is something distinct from all our mental equipment, except the sense of self, are we not confronted by the incomprehensible notion of a personality without any attributes?" 
To this query the author answers as any true theosophist would: "The difficulties of the question really spring from a misconception of the true nature of these attributes. The components of our mental equipment -- appetites, aversions, feelings, tastes and qualities generally -- are not absolute but relative existences. Hunger and thirst for instance are states of consciousness which arise in response to the stimuli of physical necessities. They are not inherent elements of the soul and will disappear or become modified, etc." (pp. 356 and 357). In other words the theosophical doctrine is adopted. Atma and Buddhi having culled off the Manas the aroma of the personality or human soul -- go into Devachan; while the lower principles, the astral simulacrum or false personality void of its Divine monad or spirit, will remain in the Kamaloka -- the "Summerland."
I then become confounded by Blavatsky's Christism; even recognizing the false idea of evil:
 The reader must bear in mind that the esoteric teaching maintains that save in cases of wickedness when man's nature attains the acme of Evil, and human terrestrial sin reaches Satanic universal character, so to say, as some Sorcerers do -- there is no punishment for the majority of mankind after death. The law of retribution as Karma, waits man at the threshold of his new incarnation. Man is at best a wretched tool of evil, unceasingly forming new causes and circumstances. He is not always (if ever) responsible. Hence a period of rest and bliss in Devachan, with an utter temporary oblivion of all the miseries and sorrows of life. Avitchi is a spiritual state of the greatest misery and is only in store for those who have devoted consciously their lives to doing injury to others and have thus reached its highest spirituality of EVIL.  
Blavatsky's then shows, indirectly, the true nature of Alchemy and why the physical body must age and die:
  ...nature never leaves her work unfinished; if baffled at the first attempt, she tries again. When she evolves a human embryo, the intention is that a man shall be perfected -- physically, intellectually, and spiritually. His body is to grow, mature, wear out, and die; his mind unfold, ripen, and be harmoniously balanced; his divine spirit illuminate and blend easily with the inner man. No human being completes its grand cycle, or the "circle of necessity," until all these are accomplished. As the laggards in a race struggle and plod in their first quarter while the victor darts past the goal, so, in the race of immortality, some souls outspeed all the rest and reach the end, while their myriad competitors are toiling under the load of matter, close to the starting point. Some unfortunates fall out entirely and lose all chance of the prize; some retrace their steps and begin again. (Isis, Vol. 1, p. 345 et seq.)  
 Clear enough this, one should say. Nature baffled tries again. No one can pass out of this world (our earth) without becoming perfected "physically, morally, and spiritually." How can this be done, unless there is a series of rebirths required, for the necessary perfection in each department -- to evolute in the "circle of necessity" -- can surely never be found in one human life? and yet this sentence is followed without any break by the following parenthetical statement: "This is what the Hindu dreads above all things -- transmigration and reincarnation; only on other and inferior planets, never on this one."!!!  
 But she then seems to contradict herself.  If the laws of nature must be followed, ok, it is enough that one must reincarnate in order to complete the process; assuming one's path has been altered in some grotesque way, such as being murdered and having one's life prematurely cut.  But nature herself is impersonal and would have not only no interest in this human-ego-centered idea of injustice, but would also enjoy (along with the Universal Mind) the idea that lives have such diversity and some are cut short; in the same way a tree bearing unripe fruit might still be burnt down in a forest fire. 

 And again, in contradiction to Thelemic philosophy (and why Buddha is cursed in AL):
 Buddha taught it in his doctrine of poverty, restriction of the senses, perfect indifference to the objects of this earthly vale of tears, freedom from passion, and frequent intercommunication with the Atma -- soul-contemplation. The cause of reincarnation is ignorance* of our senses, and the idea that there is any reality in the world, anything except abstract existence. From the organs of sense comes the "hallucination" we call contact; "from contact, desire; from desire, sensation (which also is a deception of our body); from sensation, the cleaving to existing bodies; from this cleaving, reproduction; and from reproduction, disease, decay, and death.  
 * "The cause of reincarnation is ignorance" -- therefore there is "reincarnation" once the writer explained the causes of it.
This negates the whole Qabalistic assertion that Kether is in Malkuth and Malkuth in Kether; but in a different manner.  And then again, she seems to contradict her idea that there is no reincarnation as she can't resist the idea of the existence of evil.
 Thus, like the revolutions of a wheel, there is a regular succession of death and birth, the moral cause of which is the cleaving to existing objects, while the instrumental cause is Karma (the power which controls the universe, prompting it to activity), merit and demerit. It is therefore, the great desire of all beings who would be released from the sorrows of successive birth, to seek the destruction of the moral cause, the cleaving to existing objects, or evil desire.  
 But then, she moves on to a really interesting part of her doctrine, the nature of the Spirit/Soul/Body matrix.  And it would be interesting to consider some of these points down the road:
 Before one brings out on the strength of undeniable manifestations, theories as to what produces them, and claims at once on prima facie evidence that it is the spirits of the departed mortals that re-visit us, it behooves one to first study what antiquity has declared upon the subject. Ghosts and apparitions, materialized and semi-material "SPIRITS," have not originated with Allan Kardec, nor at Rochester. If those beings whose invariable habit it is to give themselves out for souls and the phantoms of the dead, choose to do so and succeed, it is only because the cautious philosophy of old is now replaced by an a priori conceit, and unproven assumptions. The first question to be settled is -- "Have spirits any kind of substance to clothe themselves with?" Answer: That which is now called perisprit in France, and a "materialized Form" in England and America, was called in days of old peri-psyche, and peri-nous, hence was well known to the old Greeks. Have they a body whether gaseous, fluidic, etherial, material or semi-material? No; we say this on the authority of the occult teachings the world over. For with the Hindus atma or spirit is Arupa (bodiless), and with the Greeks also. Even in the Roman Catholic Church the angels of Light, as those of Darkness, are absolutely incorporea; "meri spiritus, omnes corporis expertes," and in the words of the "SECRET DOCTRINE," primordial. Emanations of the undifferentiated Principle, the Dhyan Chohans of the ONE (First) category or pure Spiritual Essence, are formed of the Spirit of the one Element; the second category of the second Emanation, of the Soul of the Elements; the third have a "mind body" to which they are not subject, but that they can assume and govern as a body, subject to them, pliant to their will in form and substance. Parting from this (third) category, they (the spirits, angels, Devas or Dhyan Chohans) have BODIES, the first rupa group of which is composed of one element -- Ether; the second, of two -- Ether and fire; the third, of three -- Ether, fire and water; the fourth, of four -- Ether, air, fire and water. Then comes man, who, besides the four elements, has the fifth that predominates in him -- Earth: therefore he suffers. Of the Angels, as said by St. Augustine and Peter Lombard, their bodies are made to act not to suffer. "It is earth and water, humor et humus, that gives an aptitude for suffering and passivity, ad patientiam, and Ether and Fire for action." The spirits or human monads, belonging to the first, or undifferentiated essence, are thus incorporeal; but their third principle (or the human Fifth -- Manas) can in conjunction with its vehicle become Kama rupa and Mayavi rupa -- body of desire or "illusion body." After death, the best, noblest, purest qualities of Manas or the human soul ascending along with the divine Monad into Devachan, whence no one emerges from or returns, except at the time of reincarnation -- what is that then which appears under the double mask of the spiritual Ego or soul of the departed individual? The Kama rupa element with the help of elementals. For we are taught that those spiritual beings that can assume a form at will and appear, i.e., make themselves objective and even tangible -- are the angels alone (the Dhyan Chohans) and the nirmanakaya* of the adepts, whose spirits are clothed in sublime matter. The astral bodies -- the remnants and dregs of a mortal being which has been disembodied, when they do appear, are not the individuals they claim to be, but only their simulachres. And such was the belief of the whole of antiquity, from Homer to Swedenborg, from the third race down to our own day.  
 More than one devoted spiritualist has hitherto quoted Paul as corroborating his claim that spirits do and can appear. "There is a natural and there is a spiritual body," etc., etc., (1 Cor. xv, 44); but one has only to study closer the verses preceding and following the one quoted, to perceive that what St. Paul meant was quite different from the sense claimed for it. Surely there is a spiritual body, but it is not identical with the astral form contained in the "natural" man. The "spiritual" is formed only by our individuality unclothed and transformed after death; for the apostle takes care to explain in verses 51 and 52, "Immutabimur sed non omnes." "Behold, I tell you a mystery: we shall not all sleep but we shall all he changed. This corruptible must put on incorruption and this mortal must put on immortality."  
 But this is no proof except for the Christians. Let us see what the old Egyptians and the Neo-Platonists -- both "theurgists" par excellence, thought on the subject: They divided man into three principal groups subdivided into principles as we do: pure immortal spirit; the "Spectral Soul" (a luminous phantom) and the gross material body. Apart from the latter, which was considered as the terrestrial shell, these groups were divided into six principles: (1) Kha, "vital body," (2) Khaba, "astral  
  [[Footnote(s)]]-------------------------------------------------  
 * Nirmanakaya is the name given to the astral forms (in their completeness) of adepts, who have progressed too high on the path of knowledge and absolute truth, to go into the state of Devachan; and have on the other hand, deliberately refused the bliss of nirvana, in order to help Humanity by invisibly guiding and helping on the same path of progress elect men. But these astrals are not empty shells, but complete monads made up of the 3d, 4th, 5th, 6th and 7th principles. There is another order of nirmanakaya, however, of which much will be said in the Secret Doctrine. -- H. P. B. 
 form," or shadow, (3) Khou, "animal soul," (4) Akh, "terrestrial intelligence," (5) Sa, "the divine soul" (or Buddhi), and (6) Sah or mummy, the functions of which began after death. Osiris was the highest uncreated spirit, for it was in one sense a generic name, every man becoming after his translation Osirified, i.e., absorbed into Osiris -- Sun or into the glorious divine state. It was Khou, with the lower portions of Akh or Kama rupa with the addition of the dregs of Manas remaining all behind in the astral light of our atmosphere -- that formed the counterparts of the terrible and so much dreaded bhoots of the Hindus (our "elementaries"). This is seen in the rendering made of the so-called "Harris Papyrus on Magic," (papyrus magique, translated by Chabas), who calls them Kouey or Khou, and explains that according to the hieroglyphics they were called Khou, or the "revivified dead," the "resurrected shadows."*  
 When it was said of a person that he "had a Khou," it meant that he was possessed by a "Spirit."  
  [[Footnote(s)]] -------------------------------------------------  
  * Placing these parallel with the division in esoteric teaching we see that (1) Osiris is Atma; (2) Sa is Buddhi; (3) Akh is Manas; (4) Khou is Kama-rupa, the seat of terrestrial desires; (5) Khaba is Lingha Sarira; (6) Kha is Pranatma (vital principle); (7) Sah is mummy or body. 
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Summing this up, I don't see that the personality could possibly reincarnate back onto this Earth at all.  So any fracture as you suggested in a prior post, would not even occur.  The Mage, by virtue of his or her practices (meditation, ritual, psychoanalysis, et al) would 'transmigrate' to a higher level of being.  Whereas, those who don't arrive at a similar level of perfection, would then find the 'second death,' with their astral forms dissolving and releasing their Spirit back to the Void-Ain Soph or Pleroma and losing individuated existence, might then reincarnate to gain yet another chance at such an evolution, as this is the WILL of Universal Mind.
This WILL then is to overcome the bi-polarity that is the highest (Kether) and the lowest (Malkuth) in order to exist in that holy center (Tiphareth), from which a life that must be beyond any human or Malkuthian comprehension is impossible to conceive.
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Interestingly enough, Motta wrote in Astral Attack & Defense that Christian sects are having to adapt to Thelema in some way in order to continue existing, in spite of the contradiction in doing so. Seventh-Day Adventists, for one, believe in the "second death" as well. 
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Motta writes in ch5 of Astral Attack & Defense (regarding the various classifications of life-forms/spirits):

Shells: As a rule, shells are the remaining portions in decomposition of the astral bodies of disincarnate human beings. But shells also can be vestiges, in the astral, of entities of other lines of evolution that reach the same degree of psychic cohesion as the human being. The principal difference between a shell and a false elemental is that the shell generally functions in as many planes as the human being to whom it knowingly pertained while alive. A shell can, therefore, exist simultaneously in diverse astral sub-planes. The shell is a type of cadaver: it keeps the form of its former occupant for as much time and energy as it was formed to last. This space of time can vary considerably. However long it is stuck on the lower planes as a human soul, its shell will continue to exist for the same amount of time in the lowest planes after death.   They are the shells that are manifested in seances as the souls of the dead. The shell of a person of low morality is often more dangerous than any demon. 
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The interesting thing about Motta and the knowledge lectures he gives is in his scholastic erudition.  He was well-read when it comes to Levi, Blavatsky, Grant and Dion Fortune; and of course, he admired all of them.  To this day, his brilliance at collating the thinking of these Mages still shows itself to be worthwhile.
For Thelemites, he shows the rich philosophical tradition that they for the most part, are missing.  But in the long run, and assuming that Thelema will grow into a strong cultural milieu, Motta will prove to be but a secondary source.  Unfortunately for him, his lower ego deluded him; without a doubt, he never completed the Grade work for the claims he made.
Most glaring is the fact that he never wrote nor published the essay that is a part of the Adeptus Major task.  And we've examined what was basically his dismal failure at the Liber 231 skryings.  There is no new Gnosis that he put forth to justify any claims to any Grade at all.  And despite his valid contribution philosophically (in the defining of the Christist Egregore, which is his only real contribution as a primary source), he really has shown himself to be a philosopher/arm-chair Mage.
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It is not to say that I believe the Bodhisattva to be

a madman. Only that I concur with Madame B. on the

theory that it is the Monad, so to speak, which

reincarnates, in the sense that it at least extricates

itself from this plane and then returns. The larvae,

on the other hand, may not extricate themselves. It

would then be contrary to the doctrine of karma that

these things which the Monad left behind are somehow

not left to the responsibility of that Monad upon its

return. Indeed, being of its essence, they would be

attracted to it. 

In regards to the 3rd Aethyr: Interestingly enough, we

have two conflicting Aethyrs. I had only earlier in

that day before replying to you read Crowley's excerpt

from the 3rd Aethyr in his Appendix to the Tarot

Trumps(from "The Book of Thoth"), which he therein

entitled "The Lord of Illusion". Yet only the first

paragraph do I find in reference to Liber 418 itself.

The rest was either an omission from the original

manuscript of that Liber, or an addition in "The Book

of Thoth". 
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Hi Charles,
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Yes, HPB seems to give the Bodhisattva this extraordinary capacity.  For all other Monads, she says they will not reincarnate until the next dispensation of Brahma...but the Bodhissatvas again, can do this in the present dispensation.  And she really doesn't explain Karma too well; though she does hint at some understanding of it.  The Karma is the involution...and yet, she doesn't seem admit to it also being a quality of the evolution.  And perhaps this is a Magickal notion that is very Western and outside the scope of Eastern philosophy altogether.  At least she doesn't seem to imply that Karma is reward and punishment for moral behavior, which is the Western misunderstanding.

But she does seem to feel that the only reason for incarnation is to gain certain experience as pre-ordained by the godhead and then after having that experience, to have the monad return to its source.  This makes life and living an absolutely meaningless experience for the monad, who's only pleasure is that of the godhead itself...very Eastern and contrary to Western Magick...at least Thelemic Magick, which gives sovereignty to the monad; and a chance at evolution.

Early on in the first volume of 'Isis Unveiled', she does say that evolution is only half the story; implying that evolution is a purely mundane phenomenon and seeming to suggest that the Monad itself is purely of an involutionary nature, with only the ability to return to its source.  This of course, holds no appeal for me whatsoever.
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So reading Motta is like reading Cliff Notes for all those other writers ;)
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