
When is a witch not a Witch?Posted by Moondancer - 2007/11/05 15:26_____________________________________The following passage from The Roebuck in the Thicket is very informative on this point.

"Q: When is a witch not a witch? A: When they are a pagan. This was probably the first lesson that Robert Cochrane taught us when we joined his group. In the whole time I worked with him he tried his hardest to get this message over, unfortunately with very little success. This is not to say that he belittled paganism in any way, but he accepted it for what it was - something very different from the Craft, even though in the past both had shared common roots.

 "So what is so different about them? According to Cochrane's definition, paganism is a religious pantheism, an understanding that nature is a reflection of the Hand of God and that god is nature total and complete. Whereas with witchcraft you have an occult science with its own distinct and separate traditions and philosophy. Unfortunately, in its lower stages, the Craft can and very often is confused with paganism. ...

 "I suppose that if one had to define the true nature of the witch the most accurate picture would be that of an unlicensed practitioner of the mysteries of witchcraft ...

 "To quote Cochrane: 'In other words, there is only one way of finding a witch, judge them by their works and by their silence - unless there is a need to speak out. ... Now what do I call myself? I don't, but witch is as good a word as any. Failing that, perhaps "Fool" might be a better name ... '"

 - The Roebuck in the Thicket: An Anthology of the Robert Cochrane Witchcraft Tradition, Chapter Eighteen, Will of the Gods, pp. 152 - 153; By Evan John Jones & Robert Cochrane, Edited by Michael Howard, Chieveley U.K.: Capall Bann Publishing, 2001, ISBN 186163 155-3============================================================================Re:When is a witch not a Witch?Posted by owen93 - 2007/11/05 18:54_____________________________________I suspect that Cochrane was being purposely provocative by saying:

Q: When is a witch not a witch? 
A: When they are a pagan.

The further explanation:

This is not to say that he belittled paganism in any way, but he accepted it for what it was - something very different from the Craft, even though in the past both had shared common roots.

Is a more reasonable way of putting it. I independently came to a similar personal understanding quite some time ago. In the years since I have mostly held my tongue on these issues because it was the quickest way to cause conflict with people I otherwise respect and care for on a personal level.
I think now though that it might be time for an attempt at reasonable and level headed adult discussion of this matter. In fact this site is dedicated to that purpose.

It seems to me that Cochrane lived and operated during a time frame which at this point, a half century passsed, has seen a good deal of water pass under the bridge. During Cochranes Era there were only a handful of players in this arena and the scope of both Traditional Craft and Pagan Reconstructionism has grown significantly. 

I think it is worthy of note that many of those who follow the path eschew the label of "Witch" except as a convenient placeholder for what either cannot be named or has no name.============================================================================Re:When is a witch not a Witch?Posted by Moondancer - 2007/11/06 23:56_____________________________________Q: When is a witch not a witch? 
A: When they are a pagan.

While Evan-Jones has received a lot of mileage from his quote, I have oftened wondered if Cochrane really ever said that. 

Given that this would have taken place in the early 60s, before even the start of The Pagan Way, I've never felt that there would have been enough "genero-pagans" around to have warranted such a comment. I could be wrong - maybe I'll ask Mike Howard or Tony Spurlock what they remember about the period. 
(Or would they fall under the "if you can remember the 60s you weren't there" rule?) :) /joke/============================================================================Re:When is a witch not a Witch?Posted by periwinkle - 2007/11/07 03:57_____________________________________I came in during the '80s. The oft-heard mantra of that era was "All witches are pagans, but not all pagans are witches." Quite a few of the witches I know and respect would indeed consider themselves to be pagan.

Hell, there are more folks than you can shake a stick at calling themselves witches out there who wouldn't recognize true craft if it hit them over the head.

So what was the point behind the post? Are you of the opinion that witchcraft and paganism are two separate things? Are you trying to say that performing magic has nothing to do with practicing religion? Or do you perhaps contend that the two can cross paths and blend from time to time?============================================================================Re:When is a witch not a Witch?Posted by owen93 - 2007/11/07 18:20_____________________________________I came in during the '80s. The oft-heard mantra of that era was "All witches are pagans, but not all pagans are witches." Quite a few of the witches I know and respect would indeed consider themselves to be pagan.

Ah yes - another "blast from the past" slogan.
Each Decade seems to generate a tasty crop of 'em.

And my fond hope is that we eventually get to the nitty gritty  tasks of discussing each of these terms in a light of understanding that takes into consideration that there is no authority that can bless any particular definition of each. I hope that we can build a continuum of understanding in regard to each so that when we talk to each other we can honor the subjects by honoring the differences in our understanding. 

It seems to me that both "Witch" and "Pagan" are self referential terms, that they  are being used as nouns in both the Cochrane/Jones statement Moondancer led off with and this one which you bring up here. 

Each term appears to be literally swimming in a state of Flux that spans geographical cultural and temporal realms, and our task if we chose to accept it is to map the possible meanings within those realms. We may well settle on different individual meanings within an understanding that it is likely a "Big Pond" and these differences may not preclude a wide variety of such possibilities from sharing other common area.


"Pagan" seems probably an easier one to start with because it appears to be a whole lot easier to track down etymologically. Even then there appears to be quite a range of possibility. I found the following page on ReligiousTolerance.org to be quite informative even though it does not distinguish between Traditional Witchcraft and Wicca.
http://www.religioustolerance.org/paganism.htm

The Wikipedia page, http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Paganismis equally informative though considerably drier in its format.

Essentially though I personally think it provides a succinct definition as:
"...encompass(ing) the faith traditions outside the Abrahamic monotheistic group of Judaism, Christianity, and Islam."

I trust this would allow self identified "Witches" of ALL flavors to agree that not all "Pagans" are "Witches"

Hell, there are more folks than you can shake a stick at calling themselves witches out there who wouldn't recognize true craft if it hit them over the head.

Aha, here you offer us yet another term that I believe elicits a bothersome level of variance. I refer of course to the adjective form of "true".

The most commonly accepted meaning for true is "Consistent with fact or reality; not false or erroneous" http://www.answers.com/topic/tru

Given that we are starting from a premise that the terms "Pagan" and "Witch" are  in a state of flux with no authority besides self reference and self identification there is likely no possibility of calling anything involved "a fact" or of defining "reality" with any certainty whatsoever.

So lets look at the concept of genuine as a reasonable starting point.
To me, genuinity is determined through testing. 

This comes to us from the science of metallurgy where one can submit a sample to testing and it either proves true or it does not. This testing allows for the alloying of mixtures but once again that is also subject to testing and is merely a subset of provable states. 

When we buy jewelry or objects made of gold or silver they are hallmarked as  such to indicate that they have proven true to a standard. And this, dear ones, is the rub once again since we can "test the metal" of our craft and determine if it is true for "US" but once again we have no authority to stamp it with a hallmark of authenticity. 

Once again we are left with a self referential term and no recourse to counter another realms self identification and no leg to stand upon in THEIR realm of understanding.  Folks of like mind, and common identification self organize over time and form communal bonds both loose and tight within which these terms share common reference, but outside the self drawn borders of that territory we are left once again with the task of learning how to deal with those from other territory.

Are you of the opinion that witchcraft and paganism are two separate things? 

Personally I believe that we can be quite sure that Witchcraft and Paganism/NeoPaganism are indeed separate things, but this does not preclude them being aligned in anyones thinking or personal belief system. 


Are you trying to say that performing magic has nothing to do with practicing religion? Or do you perhaps contend that the two can cross paths and blend from time to time?

Ah I had not even gotten to the point of talking about the difficult history of that word "Witchcraft" and here you go mixing in variants of our original terms as Magic and Religion. I would plead that we table this particular question for now and focus on first matters first regarding "Paganism" and maybe even that slippery slope of "true".

LUX ./. owen============================================================================Re:When is a witch not a Witch?Posted by Moondancer - 2007/11/08 10:25_____________________________________periwinkle wrote:
I came in during the '80s. The oft-heard mantra of that era was "All witches are pagans, but not all pagans are witches."

Yet only a decade earlier, when I came in, that statement was equally phrased as "All Wiccans are Witches, but not all witches are Wiccans."

 Quite a few of the witches I know and respect would indeed consider themselves to be pagan.

Likewise. I also know more than a few who do not claim to be pagan (at times, myself included, although it is certainly closer than most forms of the dominate religious manifestation in the US.

Hell, there are more folks than you can shake a stick at calling themselves witches out there who wouldn't recognize true craft if it hit them over the head.

LOL - you could leave out the word 'true' in that and it would still be a valid statement, IMO.

So what was the point behind the post? Are you of the opinion that witchcraft and paganism are two separate things? Are you trying to say that performing magic has nothing to do with practicing religion? Or do you perhaps contend that the two can cross paths and blend from time to time?

The point was to generate discussion, this is in progress. :)

My personal belief is that witchcraft is independant of religious practice; witches can be found in all cultures and in all periods of history. It, like other forms of magical practice are often used within religious imagery, but the image is not always the thing.============================================================================Re:When is a witch not a Witch?Posted by periwinkle - 2007/11/09 02:11_____________________________________Essentially though I personally think it provides a succinct definition as:
"...encompass(ing) the faith traditions outside the Abrahamic monotheistic group of Judaism, Christianity, and Islam."

I like this one myself when it comes to settling on a definition for the words "pagan" or "Paganism." However, I think one needs to consider differentiating between Pagan/Paganism and Neo-Pagan/Neo-Paganism since the latter refers specifically to a modern group of folks. The challenge is that most neo-pagans wouldn't bother to make the distinction themselves.

Now that I've opened that can of worms, I'll confess that I personally never use the words "Wiccan" and "Witch" interchangeably. For me, Neo-Pagans and Wiccans are akin to each other. That is to say that they are two relatively modern groups of people basing much of what they do and how they define themselves (publicly, anyway) on reconstructionism. This is by no means a denigration. A Witch, on the other hand, is not so easily defined. I make this statement based not only on observation, but also on experience since I have eaten at both tables.

I was introduced to something called "Witchcraft" by a self proclaimed Neo-Pagan who practiced Wicca. I moved from surprised, to intrigued, to initiated over the course of several months. Many of the experiences I had under the tutelage of this Wiccan were personal epiphanies that helped to shape who I am today. A few years later I met a group of people who were referred to as Traditional Witches. I loved them and feared them immediately. I stayed the course upon my Wiccan path yet my personal relationship with these Traditional Witches continued. After several years I grew to love them more and only one real fear remained-- that I would never be one of them. Far too long a story to relate here ends happily. I've had the privilege of calling these folk my spiritual family for well over a decade now. We call ourselves and each other "Witches;" but rarely, if ever, in public. Not surprisingly, there's a good deal of independence and individuality among those in this family of mine. Some are self-proclaimed pagans. Others are not.

So back to what started all of this, which is Cochrane's quote:

"Q: When is a witch not a witch? A: When they are a pagan.

I beg to differ that the "paganism" of a witch is a real test of the authenticity of a witch. However, I think it's clear that there's so much ambiguity in most of these terms that one must choose their phrasing with care. However, I can't help but wonder if the name "Traditionalist Witches Companion" for a virtual meeting place might imply that there's an agreement on the meaning of words like Wicca, Witchcraft, Witch, etc.. I guess that's a question for the Admin(s). Do I foresee a group glossary, or is my crystal ball acting up again?============================================================================Re:When is a witch not a Witch?Posted by owen93 - 2007/11/09 22:25_____________________________________I think one needs to consider differentiating between Pagan/Paganism and Neo-Pagan/Neo-Paganism since the latter refers specifically to a modern group of folks.

yes - thats another issue that begs for some attention isn't it.

I've become fond of referring to the later quarter of the twentieth century as a Neo Pagan Renaissance. It seems to me that it was an era of intense renewal for the long forgotten pathways of the  Pre Christian faiths of our western culture. 

As such I think calling it a  Neo Pagan movement is no shame and consider that it is just a convenient way to distinguish revivalism and recontructionism from other faiths such as those in the Far East and Africa. As far as I'm concerned better late than never. 

At the risk of being reduntantly redundant I would add the term recensionto join it's mates revival renewal renaissance and reconstruction.

It is my belief that the popular claim of traditions incorporating  ritual forms, magickal practice and Pre Christian Pagan liturgy surviving unbroken across millenniums or even centuries is pure fantasy. I just don't see it happening without significant encroachment of influence by Christianity and other Near Eastern Faiths.

At BEST most eclectic Wicca practices (often referred to as "Fluffy Bunny Wicca" are the result of recension applied to other reconstructed practices from the earliest publicly circulated revivals following in the footsteps of Gardner and Sanders. This does not invalidate any spiritual comfort or illumination which individuals practicing in such organizations  may experience and considering that they were often the "only show in town"  I don't think there is any call to criticize those who are content with maintaining their affiliations as such.

But we seem to now be observing a second renaissance, one which finds many called to eschew some of the misconceptions and poor scholarship that was the hallmark of the last centuries efforts towards a Neo Pagan Renewal.

The community of interest is a lot larger now, and the aegis of the world wide web has placed tremendous resources at hand which we could only dream of in the last quarter of the twentieth century. I can attest to the fact that it took intense diligence and expert access to the University Level inter library loan program to get ones hands on the critical works of scholarship required to become moderately well informed about historical Pagan practices. Today if you can think of an important work that Kessinger Publishing isn't already offering a reprint of, then you're a whole lot more informed than most.


I beg to differ that the "paganism" of a witch is a real test of the authenticity of a witch


Indeed, and as I brought up before there is no authority which is imbued with any power to declare any such thing as authenticity. The cliche "The proof of the pudding is in the eating" would seem to apply.

I am also fond of the first verse of Heretic Heart by Catherine Madsen:

I am a bold and a Pagan soul a-rattlin' through this land.
I judge the world by my own lights and I come by my own hand;
And if you ask me where I learned to live so recklessly,
My skin, my bones, my heretic heart are my authority.

I can't help but wonder if the name "Traditionalist Witches Companion" for a virtual meeting place might imply that there's an agreement on the meaning of words like Wicca, Witchcraft, Witch, etc.. I guess that's a question for the Admin(s). Do I foresee a group glossary, or is my crystal ball acting up again?



As to the choice of Name it came about for several reasons.

FIRST: The Tradwitch URL was available as .com .net and .org, which just appeals to my left brain nerd sensibilities.

SECOND: I have a history of self identity as a Traditionalist Witch having been brought into the practice of a Traditionalist form of Witchcraft in the early 1970's.

THIRD: the Sigil used in the Site Banner came to me in dream and I wanted to maintain a mnemonic connection with it as "TWC"

I suppose in time a glossary might be called for but what I really hoped for was a conversation. Because I don't think that any of these issues can be settled. I certainly am not seeking to pretend to be  anything resembling that elusive and impossible authority. I'm happy to just get folks thinking and sharing their thoughts in an adult and uncontentious manner.============================================================================Re:When is a witch not a Witch?Posted by Theitic - 2007/11/21 23:07_____________________________________Moondancer, you say:

"My personal belief is that witchcraft is independent of religious practice; witches can be found in all cultures and in all periods of history. It, like other forms of magical practice are often used within religious imagery, but the image is not always the thing."

and I couldn't agree more (except I corrected your spelling of independent :-)============================================================================Re:When is a witch not a Witch?Posted by Lenura - 2007/12/07 08:59_____________________________________Definitions for the most part, pigeon-hole words that might have a much broader meaning, or diminish the concept of a word that could illicit a very different sense of reality.

Just for the record, I think that witchcraft is a way of life with inner workings more related to pagan beliefs than Christian, Judaism, etc.  I was a 'witch' long before I even heard the term 'Wiccan' - so I would have never described myself as such, but others might.

I don't agree with the question or the answer here - the question almost sounds like the first line of a joke, but the answer doesn't make me laugh.  When is a witch (lower case), not a Witch (upper case)?  I don't know if I am a lower case or upper case and quite frankly I have no preference - I suppose my best answer would be : when is a witch not a Witch?... when it's used within the sentence and not as the first word.  

It would be true that most witches are pagans, but not all pagans are witches - there are a lot of folks who do not adhere to the 'one and only God' theory - some agnostic, some athiest and some just farm folk who see more than the average 'joe' - they may not even define themselves as pagans, but they fall into that arena.  Then you have the 'white witches' - whatever that means, who say they are Christians.  Who knows - I guess we can define ourselves any way we want.  What I object to is someone trying to define me.

So can I assume that we are talking about the view the world at large has of 'us'- whatever we might be?============================================================================Re:When is a witch not a Witch?Posted by Adante - 2009/01/11 16:03_____________________________________I was so glad to come across traditional witchcraft, because it meant I didn't have to be in the pagan basket anymore.

Witches work with magic.  Pagans do not.  
Pagans have an understanding of deity, whether it be more than one or everything is one.  Witches don't.  You can be a witch and follow a religion or not.  You can be a witch and be atheist.  The point is paganism is a religion, witchcraft is not. Its a practice, a thing that I do.============================================================================Re:When is a witch not a Witch?Posted by muninnskiss - 2009/02/21 08:40_____________________________________Adante wrote:
I was so glad to come across traditional witchcraft, because it meant I didn't have to be in the pagan basket anymore.

Witches work with magic.  Pagans do not.  
Pagans have an understanding of deity, whether it be more than one or everything is one.  Witches don't.  You can be a witch and follow a religion or not.  You can be a witch and be atheist.  The point is paganism is a religion, witchcraft is not. Its a practice, a thing that I do.

I agree with this more than most of what has been said here.  I think a witch can be a pagan, or any other religion.  So, being a pagan doesn't make one not a witch, but being a pagan doesn't make someone a witch either.

The problem with defining a pagan as anything not Christian, Jew, or Muslim, is that religions like Native American religions, Eastern religions, and African religions don't really fit into the pagan or neo-pagan categories, at least in their pure forms.  It might work to define it as European religions that aren't Christianity, Judaism, or Islam.

FFF
~Muninn's Kiss============================================================================
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